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TITLE  3 — THE  PRESIDENT 

LETTER  OF  FEBRUARY  6,  1956 

[Pursuant  to  Proclamation  Carrying 
Out  Protocol  of  Terms  of  Accession 
by  Japan  to  the  General  Agreement 
on  Tariffs  and  Trade] 

The  White  House, 
Washington,  February  6, 1956. 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

Reference  is  made  to  my  proclamation 
of  July  22, 1955  carrying  out  the  Protocol 
of  Terms  of  Accession  by  Japan  to  the 
General  Agreement  on  Tariffs  and  Trade. 

On  January  16,  1956  Sweden  gave  to 
the  Executive  Secretary  to.  the  Contract¬ 
ing  Parties  to  the  General  Agreement 
the  notification,  referred  to  in  paragraph 
3  of  the  Protocol  for  the  accession  of 
Japan,  regarding  the  application  of  con¬ 
cessions  which  it  had  negotiated  initially 
with  Japan.  Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the 
procedure  described  in  Part  I  (b)  (1)  of 
the  above-mentioned  proclamation,  T 
hereby  notify  you  that  items  38,  1409 
[second],  and  1536  [first]  in  Part  I  of 
Schedule  XX  to  the  said  Protocol  shall 
not  be  withheld  pursuant  to  paragraph  4 
of  the  said  Protocol  on  or  after  February 
15, 1956. 

Sincerely, 

Dwight  D.  Eisenhower 

Honorable  George  M.  Humphrey, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-1003;  Filed,  Feb.  6,  1956; 
11:37  a.  m.] 

TITLE  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  I — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Standards,  Inspections, 
Marketing  Practices),  Department 
of  Agriculture 

Part  52 — Processed  Fruits  and  Vege¬ 
tables,  Processed  Products  Thereof, 
and  Certain  Other  Processed  Food 
Products 

SUBPART — UNITED  STATES  STANDARDS  FOR 
GRADES  OF  CANNED  PUMPKIN  AND  CANNED- 
SQUASH  1 

On  September  21, 1955,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 

1  Compliance  with  these  standards  does 
not  excuse  failure  to  comply  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cos¬ 
metic  Act. 


Federal  Register  (20  F.  R.  7081  >  regard¬ 
ing  a  proposed  revision  of  United  States 
Standards  for  grades  of  Canned  Pumpkin 
and  Canned  Squash. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matters  presented,  including  the  pro¬ 
posal  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  notice, 
the  following  United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Canned  Pumpking  and  Canned 
Squash  are  hereby  promulgated  pursant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946.  (60  Stat. 
1087  et  seq.,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C.  1621 
et  seq.) 

PRODUCT  DESCRIPTION,  AND  GRADES  . 

Sec. 

52.2741  Product  description. 

52.2742  Grades  of  canned  pumpkin  and 

canned  squash. 

FILL  OF  CONTAINER 

52.2743  Recommended  fill  of  container. 

FACTORS  OF  QUALITY 

52.2744  Ascertaining  the  grade. 

52.2745  Ascertaining  the  rating  for  the 

factors  which  are  scored. 

52.2746  Color. 

52.2747  Consistency. 

52.2748  Finish. 

52.2749  Defects. 

LOT  CERTIFICATION  TOLERANCES 

52.2750  Tolerances  for  certification  of  offi¬ 

cially  drawn  samples. 

SCORE  SHEET 

52.2751  Score  sheet  for  canned  pumpkin 

and  canned  squash. 

Authority:  $§  52.2741  to  52.2751  issued 
under  sec.  205,  60  Stat.  1090,  as  amended; 
7  U.  S.  C.  1624. 

PRODUCT  DESCRIPTION  AND  GRADES 

§  52.2741  Product  description. 
“Canned  pumpkin’’  and  “canned  squash” 
is  the  canned  product  prepared  from 
clean,  sound,  properly  matured,  golden 
fleshed,  firm  shelled,  sweet  varieties  of 
either  pumpkins  or  squashes  by  wash¬ 
ing,  stemming,  cutting,  steaming  and 
reducing  to  a  pulp.  The  product  is 
properly  sieved  and  finished  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  good  commercial  practice  and 
is  then  sufficiently  processed  by  heat  to 
assure  preservation  of  the  product  in 
hermetically  sealed  containers. 

—  > 

§  52.2742  Grades  of  canned  pumpkin 
and  canned  squash,  (a)  “U.  S.  Grade 
A”  or  “U.  S.  Fancy”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  pumpkin  or  canned  squash  that 
(Continued  on  next  page) 
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possesses  a  good  color;  that  possesses  a 
good  consistency;  that  possesses  a  good 
finish;  that  is  practically  free  from  de¬ 
fects;  that  possesses  a  normal  flavor; 
and  scores  not  less  than  85  points  when 
scored  in  accordance  with  the  scoring 
system  outlined  in  this  subpart. 

(b)  “U.  S.  Grade  C”  or  “U.  S.  Stand¬ 
ard”  is  the  quality  of  canned  pumpkin  or 
canned  squash  that  possesses  a  fairly 
good  color;  that  possesses  a  fairly  good 
consistency;  that  possesses  a  fairly  good 
finish;  that  is  fairly  free  from  defects; 
that  possesses  a  normal  flavor;  and 
scores  not  less  than  70  points  when 
scored  in  accordance  with  the  scoring 
system  outlined  in  this  subpart. 

(c)  “Substandard”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  pumpkin  or  canned  squash  that 
fails  to  meet  the  requirements  of  U.  S. 
Grade  C  or  U.  S.  Standard. 

FILL  OF  CONTAINER 

§  52.2743  Recommended  fill  of  con¬ 
tainer.  The  recommended  fill  of  con¬ 
tainer  is  not  incorporated  in  the  grades 
of  the  finished  product  since  fill  of  con¬ 
tainer,  as  such,  is  not  a  factor  of  quality 
for  the  purpose  of  these  grades.  It  is 
recommended  that  each  container  be 
filled  as  full  as  practicable  with  pumpkin 
or  squash  and  that  the  product  occupy 
not  less  than  90  percent  of  the  volume  of 
the  container. 

FACTORS  OF  QUALITY 

§  52.2744  Ascertaining  the  grade,  (a) 
General:  In  addition  to  considering  - 
other  requirements  outlined  in  the 
standards  the  following  quality  factors 
are  evaluated:  v 

(1)  Factor  which  is  not  scored,  (i) 
Flavor. 

(2)  Factors  which  are  scored.  The 
relative  importance  of  each  factor  which 
is  scored  is  expressed  numerically  on  the 
scale  of  100.  The  maximum  number  of 
points,  that  may  be  given  such  factors 
are: 
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Factors:  Points 

Color _  20 

Consistency _  30 

Finish _ 20 

Defects _ -  30 

Total  score _ 100 


(b)  The  product  is  scored  for  quality 
at  a  temperature  of  approximately  68 
degrees  Fahrenheit. 

(c) - “Normal  flavor”  means  that  the 
product  is  free  from  objectionable  flavors 
or  objectionable  odors  of  any  kind. 

§  52.2745  Ascertaining  the  rating  for 
the  factors  which  are  scored.  The  es¬ 
sential  variations  within  each  factor 
which  is  scored  are  so  described  that  the 
value  may  be  ascertained  for  each  factor 
and  expressed  numerically.  The  numer¬ 
ical  range  within  each  factor  which  is 
scored  is  inclusive.  (For  example,  “25 
to  30  points”  means  25,  26,  27,  28,  29  or 
30  points.) 

§  52.2746  Color — (a)  (4)  classifica¬ 
tion.  Canned  pumpkin  or  canned  squash 
that  possesses  a  good  color  may  be  given 
a  score  of  18  to  20  points.  “Good  color” 
means  that  the  product  possesses  a  prac¬ 
tically  uniform  bright,  color  typical  of 
canned  pumpkin  or  canned  squash  pre¬ 
pared  from  well  matured  pumpkin  or 
squash. 

(b)  (C)  classification.  If  the  canned 
pumpkin  or  canned  squash  possesses  a 
fairly  good  color,  a  score  of  14  to  17 
points  may  be  given.  Canned  pumpkin 
or  canned  squash  that  falls  into  this 
classification  shall  not  be  graded  above 
U.  S.  Grade  C  or  U.  S.  Standard  regard¬ 
less  of  the  total  score  for  the  product 
(this  is  a  limiting  rule).  “Fairly  good 
color”  means  that  the  product  possesses 
a  color  typical  of  fairly  well  matured 
pumpkin  or  squash  and  may  possess  a 
slight  tinge  of  gray  or  tan  color,  may  be 
variable  or  slightly  dull  but  not  to  the 
extent  that  the  appearance  or  eating 
quality  is  materially  affected. 

(c)  ( SStd .)  classification.  Canned 
pumpkin  or  canned  squash  that  fails  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section  may  be  given  a  score  of  0 
to  13  points  and  shall  not  be  graded  above 
Substandard  regardless  of  the  total  score 
for  the  product,  (this  is  a  limiting  rule). 

§  52.2747  Consistency — (a)  (A)  classi¬ 
fication.  Canned  pumpkin  or  canned 
squash  that  possesses  a  good  consistency 
may  be  given  a  score  of  25  to  30  points. 
“Good  consistency”  means  that  the 
canned  pumpkin  or  canned  squash,  after 
emptying  from  the  container  to  a  dry-flat 
surface,  retains  the  approximate  shape  of 
the  container,  or  holds  a  high  mound 
formation,  and  at  the  end  of  two  minutes 
after  emptying  on  such  surface  the  high¬ 
est  point  of  the  mound  is  not  less  than 
60  percent  of  the  height  of  the  container, 
except  with  respect  to  No.  3  size  can  or 
larger  the  highest  point  of  the  mound  is 
not  less  than  50  percent  of  the  height  of 
the  container,  and  irrespective  of  can 
size  not  more  than  10  cubic  centimeters 
of  free  liquor  separates  for  each  30 
ounces  of  net  contents. 

(b)  (C)  classification.  If  the  canned 
pumpkin  or  canned  squash  possesses  a 
fairly  good  consistency,  a  score  of  21  to 
24  points  may  be  given.  Canned  pump¬ 


kin  or  canned  squash  that  falls  into  this 
classification  shall  not  be  graded  above 
U.  S.  Grade  C  or  U.  S.  Standard  regard¬ 
less  of  the  total  score  for  the  product, 
(this  is  a  limiting  rule).  “Fairly  good 
consistency”  means  that  the  canned 
pumpkin  or  canned  squash,  after  empty¬ 
ing  from  the  container  to  a  dry-flat 
surface,  may  flow  just  enough  to  level  off 
to  a  nearly  uniform  depth  or  may  be 
moderately  mounded  and  at  the  end  of 
two  minutes  after  emptying  on  such 
surface  that  net  more  than  30  cubic 
centimeters  of  free  liquor  separates  for 
each  30  ounces  of  net  contents. 

(c)  (.SStd.)  classification.  Canned 
pumpkin  or  canned  squash  that  fails  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section  may  be  given  a  score  of 
0  to  20  points  and  shall  not  be  graded 
above  Substandard  regardless  of  the 
total  score  for  the  product,  (this  is  a 
limiting  rule). 

§  52.2748  Finish — (a)  General.  The 
factor  of  finish  refers  to  the  texture  of 
the  product  and  evenness  of  the  pumpkin 
or  squash  particles. 

(b)  (A)  classification.  Canned  pump¬ 
kin  or  canned  quash  that  possesses  a 
good  finish  may  be  given  a  score  of  17  to 
‘20  points.  “Good  finish”  means  that  the 
canned  pumpkin  or  canned  squash  par¬ 
ticles  are  evenly  divided;  that  the  prod¬ 
uct  is  fine  grained,  smooth  but  not  pasty, 
and  the  pumpkin  or  squash  particles  are 
jiot  hard. 

(c)  (C)  classification.  Canned  pump¬ 
kin  or  canned  squash  .that  possesses  a 
fairly  good  finish  may  be  given  a  score 
of  14  to  16  points.  “Fairly  good  finish” 
means  that  the  canned  pumpkin  or 
canned  squash  particles  are  evenly  di¬ 
vided;  that  the  product  may  be  slightly 
coarse;  may  be  slightly  pasty  but  not 
decidedly  pasty  and  the  pumpkin  or 
squash  particles  are  not  hard. 

(d)  (SStd.)  classification.  Canned 
pumpkin  or  canned  squash  that  fails  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  paragraph  (c) 
of  this  section  may  be  given  a  score  of  0 
to  13  points  and  shall  not  be  graded  above 
Substandard  regardless  of  the  total  score 
for  the  product,  (this  is  a  limiting  rule) . 

§  52.2749  Defects — (a)  General.  The 
factor  of  defects  refers  to  the  degree  of 
freedom  from  sand,  grit,  or  silt,  pieces  of 
seed,  fiber,  and  coarse,  dark  or  off-colored 
particles. 

(1)  “Grit,  sand,  or  silt”  means  any 
particle  of  earthy  material. 

(b)  (A)  classification.  Canned  pump¬ 
kin  or  canned  squash  that  is  prac¬ 
tically  free  from  defects  may  be  given  a 
score  of  25  to  30  points.  “Practically  free 
from  defects”  means  that  no  grit,  sand, 
or  silt  may  be  present  that  affects  the 
appearance  or  eating  quality  of  the 
canned  pumpkin  or  canned  squash,  and 
that  the  number,  size,  or  color  of  the 
aforesaid  defects  present,  individually  or 
collectively,  do  not  more  than  slightly 
affect  the  appearance  or  eating  quality  of 
the  product. 

(c)  (C)  classification.  Canned  pump¬ 
kin  or  canned  squash  that  is  fairly  free 
from  delects  may  be  given  a  score  of  21 
to  24  points.  Canned  pumpkin  or 
canned  squash  that  falls  into  this  classi¬ 
fication  shall  not  be  graded  above  U.  S. 


Grade  C  or  U.  S.  Standard  regardless  of 
the  total  score  for  the  product,  (this  is  a 
limiting  rule).  “Fairly  free  from  de¬ 
fects”  means  a  trace  of  grit,  sand,  or  silt 
may  be  present  that  does  not  materially 
affect  the  appearance  or  eating  quality 
of  the  canned  pumpkin  or  canned  squash, 
and  that  any  of  the  other  aforesaid  de¬ 
fects  present,  individually  or  collectively, 
may  be  noticeable  but  are  not  so  large, 
so  numerous,  or  of  such  contrasting  color 
as  to  seriously  affect  the  appearance  or 
eating  quality  of  the  product. 

(d)  (SStd.)  classification.  Canned 
pumpkin  or  canned  squash  that  fails  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  paragraph  (c) 
of  this  section  may  be  given  a  score  of 
0  to  20  points  and  shall  not  be  graded 
above  Substandard  regardless  of  the  total 
score  for  the  product,  (this  is  a  limiting 
rule). 

LOT  CERTIFICATION  TOLERANCES 

§  52.2750  Tolerances  for  certification 
of  officially  drawn  samples,  (a)  When 
certifying  samples  that  have  been  offi¬ 
cially  drawn  and  which  represent  a 
specific  lot  of  canned  pumpkin  or 
canned  squash  the  grade  for  such  lot 
will  be  determined  by  averaging  the 
total  scores  of  the  containers  comprising 
the  sample,  if,  (1)  all  containers  com¬ 
prising  the  sample  meet  all  applicable 
standards  Of  quality  promulgated  under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  and  in  effect  at  the  time  of  the 
aforesaid  certification;  and  (2)  with  re¬ 
spect  to  those  factors  which  are  scored: 

(i)  Not  more  than  one-sixth  of  the 
containers  fails  to  meet  the  grade  indi¬ 
cated  by  the  average  of  such  total  scores ; 

(ii)  None  of  the  containers  falls  more 
than  4  points  below  the  minimum  score 
for  the  grade  indicated  by  the  average  of 
such  total  scores; 

(iii)  None  of  the  containers  falls  more 
than  one  grade  below  the  grade  indicated 
by  the  average  of  such  total  scores ;  and 

(iv)  The  average  score  of  all  con¬ 
tainers  for  any  factor  subject  to  a  limit¬ 
ing  rule  is  within  the  score  range  of 
that  factor  for*  the  grade  indicated  by 
the  average  of  the  total  scores  of  the 
containers  comprising  the  sample. 

SCORE  SHEET 

§  52.2751  Score  sheet  for  canned 
pumpkin  and  canned  squash. 

Size  and  kind  of  container.. _ _ _ _ _ 

Container  mark  or  identification . . 

Label . . . . . 

Net  weight  (in  ounces) _ 

Vacuum  (in  inches) _ _ _ _ 


Factors 


Color . . 

Consistency . . 

Finish... _ 

Defects.... _ 

Total  score. 
Grade.. _ 


Score  points 


Average 

score 


[(A) 

20  ((C) 
IfSfitd. 
((A) 

30  {(C) 
l(8Std 
((A) 

20  {(C) 
l(SStd 


18-20 
1  14-17 
.)  i  0-13 
25-30 
>  21-24 
.)  '0-20 
17-20 
14-10 
.)  '0-13 
25-30 
'21-24 
.)  '0-20 


'  Indicates  limiting  rule. 
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Effective  time  and  supersedure.  The 
United  States  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Canned  Pumpkin  and  Canned  Squash 
(which  is  the  second  issue)  contained  in 
this  subpart  shall  become  effective  30 
days  after  publication  hereof  in  the 
Federal  Register,  and  will  thereupon 
supersede  the  United  States  standards 
which  have  been  injeffect  since  March  15, 
1934. 

Dated:  February  2,  1956. 

[seal]  Roy  W.  Lennartson, 

Deputy  Administrator, 
Marketing  Services. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-957;  Piled,  Feb.  6,  1956; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 

Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 

Orders),  Department  of  Agriculture 

Subchapter  B — Prohibition  of  Imported 
Commodities 

[Tomato  Reg.;  Amdt.  1] 

Part  1065 — Tomatoes 

IMPORT  RESTRICTIONS 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  me 
under  section  8e  of  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (48  Stat.  31  as  amended;  7 
U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.;  68  Stat.  906,  1047), 
paragraph  (b)  of  §  1065.1  Tomato  Regu¬ 
lation  No.  1  (20  F.  R.  9817)  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

(b)  Import  restrictions.  During  the 
period  from  February  10,  1956  to  May 
31,  1956,  both  dates  inclusive,  and  sub¬ 
ject  «to  the  general  regulations  (7  CFR 
Part  1060;  19  F.  R.  7707,  8012)  applicable 
to  the  importation  of  listed  commodities 
and  the  requirements  of  this  section,  no 
person  shall  import  any  tomatoes  of  any 
variety  unless  such  tomatoes  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  U.  S.  No.  2  or  better 
grade,  except  that  “pink”  tomatoes  or 
tomatoes  having  a  greater  degree  of  ma¬ 
turity,  when  not  commingled  with  to¬ 
matoes  having  a  degree  of  maturity  less 
than  that  prescribed  for  “pink”  toma¬ 
toes,  may  be  handled  when  such  toma¬ 
toes  fail  to  meet  the  U.  S.  No.  2  grade 
requirements  only  because  of  unhealed 
growth  cracks.  For  purposes  of  this  ex¬ 
ception,  (1)  “pink”  tomatoes  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  tomatoes  which  are  usually 
hard  or  firm  to  feel,  which  are  turning 
in  color,  with  most  of  the  surface  of  the 
fruit  ranging  from  green  to  yellow,  but 
showing  some  pink  or  yellow  at  the  blos¬ 
som  end  and,  (2)  unhealed  growth 
cracks  shall  not  exceed  those  permitted 
in  the  U.  S.  No.  2  grade  for  well  healed 
growth  cracks. 

Findings.  It  is  hereby  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  en¬ 
gage  in  public  rule  making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
amendment  later  than  February  10, 1956 
(5  U.  S.  C.  1001  et  seq.),  in  that  (a)  the 


requirements  established  by  this  import 
regulation  were  issued  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  8e  of  the  act  which  makes  such  reg¬ 
ulation  mandatory ;  (b)  a  similar  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  grade,  size,  and  quality 
regulations  now  in  effect  on  domestic 
shipments  of  tomatoes  pursuant  to  Order 
No.  45  (7  CFR  945.301;  20  F.  R.  8295, 
8808,  10129)  will  become  effective  on 
February  3,  1956;  and  (c)  this  amend¬ 
ment  relieves  restrictions  on  imports  of 
tomatoes. 

(Sec.  401,  68  Stat.  906;  7  U.  S.  C.  608e) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  1st 
day  of  February  1956  to  become  effective 
February  10,  1956. 

[seal]  Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 

Acting  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-947;  Filed,  Feb.  6,  1956; 

'  8:48  a.m.] 


TITLE  8- — ALIENS  AND 
NATIONALITY 

Chapter  I — Immigration  and  Natural¬ 
ization  Service,  Department  of 

Justice 

Miscellaneous  Amendments  to  Chapter 

The  following  amendments  to  Chapter 
I  of  Title  8  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  are  hereby  prescribed : 

Partv211 — Documentary  Requirements: 

Immigrants;  Waivers 

1.  Paragraph  (b)  of  §  211.2  Immi¬ 
grants  not  required  to  present  visas  or 
passports  is  revoked. 

2.  Paragraph  (c)  of  §  211.2  Immi¬ 
grants  not  required  to  present  visas  or 
passports  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

(c)  Aliens  of  the  following-described 
classes  who  have  been  lawfully  admitted 
for  permanent  residence  and  who  are  re¬ 
turning  after  a  temporary  absence : 

(1)  An  alien  who  is  returning  to  the 
United  States  after  a  temporary  absence 
of  not  more  than  six  months,  only  in 
some  port  or  place  in  North,  Central,  or 
South  America,  or  the  places  named  in 
section  101  (b)  (5)  of  the  act,  and  who 
presents  a  Form  1-151  duly  issued  to  him. 

(2)  An  alien  who  is  returning  from  a 
temporary  visit  abroad  and  who  presents 
a  valid  unexpired  reentry  permit. 

(3)  An  alien  who  departed  from  the 
United  States  as  a  crewman  on  a  vessel 
or  aircraft,  who  is  returning  as  a  pas¬ 
senger  or  crewman,  provided  his  stay 
abroad  was  solely  in  pursuit  of  his  call¬ 
ing  as  a  crewman,  and  who  presents  a 
Form  1-151  duly  issued  to  him  or  satis¬ 
factorily  establishes  that  it  has  been  lost 
or  destroyed  since  he  last  departed  from 
the  United  States. 

3.  Paragraph  (b)  of  §  211.11  Resi¬ 
dent  Alien’s  Border-Crossing  Identifica¬ 
tion  Card  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

(b)  Use.  The  presentation  of  such 
card  shall  not  relieve  the  holder  from 
establishing  his  admissibility  to  the 


United  States  under  the  applicable  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  immigration  laws  and  regu¬ 
lations.  A  Resident  Alien’s  Border- 
Crossing  Identification  Card  may  be  used 
by  an  alien  who  has  been  lawfully  ad¬ 
mitted  to  the  United  States  for  perma¬ 
nent  residence  for 'the  purpose  of  facili¬ 
tating  determination  of  his  status  as  a 
returning  legal  resident  when  applying 
for  admission  at  any  land  or  water  port 
of  entry  or  international  airport  in  the 
continental  United  States  or  Alaska  after 
an  absence  from  the  United  States  of 
not  more  than  6  months,  during  which 
absence  he  visted  only  Canada  or  Mexico, 
or  both. 


Part  212 — Documentary  Requirements 

for  Nonimmigrants  :  Admission  of  Cer¬ 
tain  Inadmissible  Aliens;  Parole 

Section  212.81  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  212.81  Application  for  permission  to 
enter  the  United  States  temporarily; 
prior  to  application  for  admission  at  a 
port  of  entry.  When  a  visa  is  not  re¬ 
quired,  an  application  for  the  exercise 
of  discretion  under  section  212  (d)  (3) 
(B)  of  the  act  made  prior  to  the  alien’s 
application  for  admission  shall  be  on 
Form  1-192  and  submitted  to  the  district 
director  having  jurisdiction  over  the  in¬ 
tended  port  of  entry.  If  the  ground  of 
inadmissibility  is  within  paragraph  (9), 
(10),  or  (28)  of  section  212  (a)  of  the 
act,  the  application  shall  be  submitted 
by  the  district  director  to  the  regional 
commissioner  having  jurisdictien  over 
the  intended  port  of  entry.  When  Form 
1-192  is  not  readily  available  and  the 
case  is  one  of  unforseen  emergency,  a 
written  application  containing  all  the  in¬ 
formation  required  by  such  form  may  be 
inade.  The  applicant  shall  be  notified 
of  the  decision  and  if  the  application 
is  denied,  of  the  reasons  therefor  and 
of  his  right  to  appeal  to  the  Board 
within  10  days  from  the  receipt  of  such 
notification  in  accordance  with  Part  6 
of  this  chapter. 

Cross  Reference;  For  State  Department 
procedure  when  a  visa  is  required  see  22  CFR 
41.150. 


Part  223 — Reentry  Permits 

Section  223.3  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  223.3  Extensions.  An  application 
for  extension  of  a  reentry  permit  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  office  having  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  the  applicant’s  place  of  resi¬ 
dence  in  the  United  States  prior  to  the 
expiration  of  the  period  of  validity  of  the 
reentry  permit.  The  application  shall  be 
in  writing  and  shall  state  the  applicant’s 
name  and  address  in  the  United  States; 
when,  where,  and  the  manner  in  which 
he  departed  from  the  United  States;  the 
port  of  landing  and  the  date  of  his  ar¬ 
rival  abroad;  the  countries  visited  by 
him  in  the  order  visited;  his  reasons  for 
requesting  an  extension  and  the  period 
for  which  the  extension  is  desired,  and 
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the  address  to  which  the  permit  is  to  be 
returned.  If  the  extension  application 
is  granted,  the  permit  will  be  noted  to 
show  the  extension  and  returned  to  the 
applicant;  if  denied,  the  applicant  shall 
be  notified  of  the  decision,  and  the  per¬ 
mit  returned  to  him  if  the  remaining 
period  of  its  validity  permits  its  use  for 
return  to  the  United  States.  No  appeal 
shall  lie  from  a  decision  denying  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  extension  of  a  reentry 
permit. 


Part  334a — Declaration  of  Intention 

Section  334a.l6  Declaration  of  inten¬ 
tion;  numbering,  indexing,  binding  is 
amended  by  deleting  the  last  sentence 
thereof. 


Part  335b — Proof  of  Qualifications  for 

Naturalization:  Witnesses;  Deposi¬ 
tions 

Paragraph  (a)  of  §  335b.l2  Deposi¬ 
tions;  procedure  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

(a)  In  the  United  States.  Depositions 
may  be  used  to  prove  compliance  with 
the  requirements  for  naturalization  dur¬ 
ing  any  period  except  the  minimum 
period  of  State  residence.  Such  depo¬ 
sitions  shall  be  taken  only  upon  written 
interrogatories  on  Form  N-462A.  Ex¬ 
cept  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  section, 
they  shall  be  made  in  the  United  States 
before  an  employee  of  the  Service  au¬ 
thorized  to  administer  oaths  and  take 
depositions  under  Part  3 3 2d  of  this  chap¬ 
ter,  unless  there  is  a  likelihood  of  un¬ 
usual  delay  or  hardship,  in  which  case 
the  district  director  or  officer  in  charge 
may  authorize  such  depositions  to  be 
taken  before  a  postmaster,  without 
charge,  or  before  a  notary  public  or  other 
person  authorized  to  administer  oaths 
for  general  purposes.  In  cases  in  which 
the  depositions  are  taken  other  than  be¬ 
fore  an  employee  of  the  Service  or  a  post¬ 
master,  the  petitioner,  independently  of 
the  Service  shall  arrange  with  the  officer 
who  will  take  the  depositions  to  defray 
all  costs  and  expenses  incident  thereto. 
The  petitioner  or  his  attorney  or  repre¬ 
sentative  may  be  present  when  the  de¬ 
positions  are  taken.  Depositions  taken 
under  this  section  shall  be  sent  to  the 
officer  in  charge  having  administrative 
supervision  over  the  territory  in  which 
the  petition  is  pending  and  by  him  for¬ 
warded  to  the  clerk  of  the  naturalization 
court  prior  to  the  final  hearing,  for  filing 
with  the  petition. 


Part  499 — Nationality  Forms 

The  list  of  forms  in.  §  499.1  Prescribed 
forms  is  amended  by  deleting  therefrom 
the  form  number  designation  “N-462” 
and  by  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  form 
number  designation  “N-462 A”. 

(Sec.  103,  66  Stat.  173;  8  U.  S.  C.  1103) 

This  order  shall  become  effective  on 
the  date  of  its  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Compliance  with  the  provi-. 


sions  of  section  4  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (60  Stat.  238;  5  U.  S.  C. 
1003)  as  to  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing  and  delayed  effective  date  is  unneces¬ 
sary  in  this  instance  because  the  rules 
prescribed  by  the  order,  other  than  those 
which  relate  to  interpretative  rules, 
relate  to  agency  procedure. 

Dated:  February  2,  1956. 

J.  M.  Swing, 
Commissioner  of 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  66-955;  Filed,  Feb.  6,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.J 


TITLE  31— MONEY  AND 
FINANCE:  TREASURY 

Subtitle  A — Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury 

Part  10 — Practice  of  Attorneys  and 

Agents  Before  the  Treasury  Depart¬ 
ment 

rules  and  regulations  relating  to 

PRACTICE ;  INTERPRETATION 

Treasury  Department  interpretation 
of  §  10.2  of  Treasury  Department  Circu¬ 
lar  230  (31CFR10.2). 

For  some  months  the  Treasury  De¬ 
partment  has  had  under  consideration 
the  revision  of  Treasury  Department  Cir¬ 
cular  230  relating  to  practice  before  the 
Department. 

Congress  has  given  the  Treasury  De¬ 
partment  the  responsibility  of  regulating 
practice  before  the  Department.  It  is  in 
the  exercise  of  this  responsibility  that 
the  Department  has  issued  the  rules  and 
regulations  set  forth  in  Circular  230, 
taking  into  consideration,  among  other 
things,  the  need  of  taxpayers  for  tax  ad¬ 
vice  and  assistance,  the  number  of  tax 
returns  filed  each  year,  the  volume  and 
complexity  of  problems  relating  thereto, 
the  skills  and  training  required  for  proper 
representation  of  taxpayers’  interests 
and  the  availability  of  people  who  can 
provide  such  service. 

The  Department  believes  the  standards 
prescribed  in  Circular  230  have  generally 
operated  in  a  highly  satisfactory  man¬ 
ner,  have  made  available  to  taxpayers 
representatives  to  assist  them  in  present¬ 
ing  their  interests  to  the  Department, 
and  have  facilitated  fair  and  orderly  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  tax  laws. 

It  is  the  intention  of  the  Department 
that  all  persons  enrolled  to  practice  be¬ 
fore  it  be  permitted  to  fully  represent 
their  clients  before  the  Department,  in 
the  manner  hereinafter  indicated.  This 
is  apparent  from  §  10.2  (b) ,  which  states 
that  the  scope  of  practice  (of  agents  as 
well  as  attorneys)  before  the  Department 
comprehends  “all  matters  connected 
with  the  presentation  of  a  client's  inter¬ 
est  to  the  Treasury  Department”.  En- 
rollees,  whether  agents  or  attorneys,  have 
been  satisfactorily  fully  representing 
clients  before  the  Department  for  many 
years.  The  Department  believes  this 
has  been  beneficial  to  the  taxpayers  and 
to  the  Government  and  that  there  pres¬ 


ently  appears  no  reason  why  the  present 
scope  and  type  of  practice  should  not 
continue  as  it  has  in  the  past. 

The  Department’s  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  decisions  of  certain  State 
courts  and  to  statements  which  suggest 
varying  interpretations  of  §  10.2  (f)  of 
the  Circular.  This  subsection  makes  it 
clear  that  an  enrolled  agent  shall  have 
the  same  rights,  powers,  and  privileges 
and  be  subject  to  the  same  duties  as  an 
enrolled  attorney,  except  that  an  enrolled 
agent  may  not  prepare  and  interpret 
certain  written  instruments.  The  sec¬ 
ond  proviso  of  the  subsection  states  that 
nothing  in  the  regulations  is  to  be  con¬ 
strued  as  authorizing  persons  not  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  bar  to  practice  law.  The  uni¬ 
form  interpretation  and  administration 
of  this  and  other  sections  of  Circular  230 
by  the  Department  are  essential  to  the 
proper  discharge  of  the  above  responsi¬ 
bility  imposed  on  it  by  the  Congress. 

It  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  that  this  second  proviso  should  be 
interpreted  as  an  election  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  not  to  exercise  fully  its  responsi¬ 
bility  to  determine  the  proper  scope  of 
practice  by  enrolled  agents  and  attorneys 
before  the  Department.  It  should  be 
equally  clear  that  the  Department  does 
not  have  the  responsibility  nor  the  au¬ 
thority  to  regulate  the  professional  ac¬ 
tivities  of  lawyers  and  accountants  be¬ 
yond  the  scope  of  their  practice  before 
the  Department  as  defined  in  §  10.2  (b) 
and  nothing  in  Circular  230  is  so  in¬ 
tended. 

The  Department  has  properly  placed 
on  its  enrolled  agents  and  enrolled  at¬ 
torneys  the  responsibility  of  determining 
when  the  assistance  of  a  member  of  the 
other  profession  is  required.  'This  fol¬ 
lows  from  the  provisions  in  §  10.2  (z) 
that  enrolled  attorneys  must -observe  the 
canons  of  ethics  of  the  American  Bar 
Association  and  enrolled  agents  must  ob¬ 
serve  the  ethical  standards  of-  the  ac¬ 
counting  profession.  The  Department 
has  been  gratified  to  note  the  extent  to 
which  the  two  professions  over  the  years 
have  made  progress  toward  mutual  un¬ 
derstanding  of  the  proper  sphere  of  each, 
as  for  example  in  the  Joint  Statement  of 
Principles  Relating  to  Practice  in  the 
Field  of  Federal  Income  Taxation. 

The  question  of  Treasury  practice  will 
be  kept  under  surveillance  so  that  if  at 
any  time  the  Department  finds  that  the 
professional  responsibilities  of  its  en¬ 
rolled  agents  and  enrolled  attorneys  are 
not  being  properly  carried  out  or  under¬ 
stood,  or  that  enrolled  agents  and  attor¬ 
neys  are  not  respecting  the  appropriate 
fields  of  each  in  accordance  with  that 
Joint  Statement,  it  can  review  the  matter 
to  determine  whether  it  is  necessary  to 
amend  these  provisions  of  the  Circular 
or  take  other  appropriate  action. 

(Sec.  3,  23  Stat.  258;  5U.  S.C.  261)  ' 

Dated:  January  30, 1956. 

[seal]  G.  M.  Humphrey, 

.  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-951;  Filed,  Feb.  6,  1956; 

8:49  a.  m.J 
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§  40.1  Purpose.  It  Is  the  purpose  of 
this  part  to  prescribe  the  policy  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  with  respect  to 
the  movement  of  military  passengers  that 
may  be  loaded  aboard  commercially 
operated  aircraft  in  group  travel  to: 

(a)  Prevent  the  overloading  of  air¬ 
craft, 

(b)  Prevent  “hedge-hopping”  flights 
with  numerous  refueling  stops  which 
places  the  loaded  aircraft  in  the  critical 
zones  of  take-off  and  landing  excessive 
times,  and 

(c)  Prevent  the  necessity  of  carriers 
refusing  a  part  of  the.  load  at  departure 
time  due  to  having  overbid  the  capacity 
of  the  aircraft. 

§  40.2  Applicability.  This  part  covers 
the  use  of  commercial  aircraft  under 
charter  (CAMS)  by  the  military  depart¬ 
ments  for  the  movements  of  passengers 
in  groups  within  the  continental  United 
States  and  contiguous  countries. 

§  40.3  Load  limitations,  (a)  Allow¬ 
ance  is  made  for  the  fact  that  different 


Individual  aircraft  within  the  same  type 
may  vary  in  load  capabilities.  Therefore, 
the  following  load  limitations  shall  be 
used  as  a  guide,  which  are  based  on  an 
average  of  66  pounds  of  baggage  and  an 
average  personal  weight  of  160  pounds 
per  man: 


Type  of  aircraft 

Normal 

crew 

Maximum 
number  of 
passengers 

Weight  of 
passengers 
and 

baggage 

DC-3  or  C-47 . 

3 

22 

Pounds 

5,000 

C-36 . 

3 

40 

9,000 

Convair  240 . 

3 

36 

8,100 

Convair  340. . 

3 

40 

9,000 

DC-4  or  C-54 . 

4 

67 

15,000 

DC-6.. . 

5 

80 

18,000 

Constellation . 

5 

84 

19,000 

DO-7 . 

6 

60 

14,000 

(b)  When  airline  flight  crews,  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  the  normal  crew,  are  to  travel 
on  the  aircraft  offered  for  military  use, 
they  will  be  properly  identified;  and  the 
military  department  concerned  will  be 


so  advised  by  the  airline  representative 
when  the  quotation  is  submitted  for  the 
movement.  However,  the  combined 
number  of  passengers,  including  the 
extra  crew,  will  not  exceed  the  limits 
established  in  this  Part.  Under  no  cir¬ 
cumstances  will  permission  be  granted 
to  load  any  passengers  in  excess  of  the 
total  number,  including  extra  crew 
members,  allowed  by  Government  regu¬ 
latory  bodies. 

(c)  In  cases  when  baggage  weight  is 
materially  reduced,  the  number  of  pas¬ 
sengers  may  be  increased,  not  to  exceed 
50%  of  the  difference  in  weight  between 
actual  baggage  carried  and  the  normal 
total  baggage  allowance  computed  at  66 
pounds  per  passenger.  Additional  pas¬ 
senger  weight  will  be  computed  at  160 
pounds  per  passenger. 

T.  P.  Pike, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense 
( Supply  and  Logistics ) . 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-959;  Filed,  Feb.  6,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.J 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Bureau  of  Customs 
[  19  CFR  Part  8  ] 

Invoicing  of  Watches  and  Watch 
Movements 

NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 

February  3, 1956. 

Paragraph  367  (a) ,  Tariff  Act  of  1930 
(19  U.  S.  C.  1001,  367  (a) ) ,  provides  that 
imported  watch  movements  and  time¬ 
keeping,  time-indicating,  or  time-meas¬ 
uring  devices,  instruments,  and  mecha¬ 
nisms  shall  be  subject  to  an  additional 
duty  of  $1  (50  cents,  as  modified)  for 
each  adjustment  of  whatever  kind  (treat¬ 
ing  adjustment  to  temperature  as  two 
adjustments)  in  accordance  with  the 
marking.  „ 

In  a  decision  dated  November  5,  1940, 
an  abstract  of  which  was  published  as 
Treasury  Decision  50277  (3) ,  the  Bureau 
of  Customs  held  that  watch  movements 
and  other  mechanisms,  devices,  and  in¬ 
struments  provided  for  in  paragraph  367 

(a)  are  properly  marked  “unadjusted” 
under  paragraph  367  (b)  if  they  have  not 
been  specially  manipulated  otherwise 
than  by  ordinary  assembly,  to  produce 
one  or  more  of  the  following  results:  (a) 
Temperature  adjustment,  (b)  isochronal 
adjustment,  or  (c)  position  adjustment. 

Owing  to  recent  representations,  this 
decision  has  been  extensively  reviewed 
in  the  light  of  all  pertinent  considera¬ 
tions.  The  Bureau  has  concluded  that 
no  change  should  be  made  therein,  but 
that  the  following  clarification  of  the 
meaning  of  the  term  position  adjustment 
would  be  helpful. 

Position  adjustment,  however  accom¬ 
plished,  results  in  correlation  between 
the  rates  of  timekeeping  in  the  various 
positions  to  meet  tolerances.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  a  watch  movement,  mechanism, 


device,  or  other  instrument  which,  after 
assembly,  has  been  tested  in  two  or  more 
positions  and  manipulated  in  any  man¬ 
ner  in  order  to  eliminate  or  reduce  to 
prescribed  limits  the  observed  difference 
in  rates  between  any  of  the  various  posi¬ 
tions  in  which  tested  shall  be  considered 
as  adjusted  to  position.  The  number  of 
adjustments  shall  equal  the  number  of 
positions  in  which  the  movement  was  so 
tested. 

The  process  of  timing  and  regulation 
is  not  considered  as  adjustment  within 
the  meaning  of  paragraph  367  of  the 
tariff  act.  That  process  results  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  movement  run  faster  or  slower 
to  substantially  the  same  degree  in  each 
and  every  position  and  does  not  result  in 
any  modification  of  any  difference  be¬ 
tween  rates  in  the  individual  positions. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  in  order  to 
facilitate  the  determination  as  to 
whether  imported  watch  movements  or 
other  mechanisms,  devices,  or  instru¬ 
ments  provided  for  in  paragraph  367  (a) 
of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  have  been  spe¬ 
cially  manipulated  after  assembly  to  pro¬ 
duce  an  adjustment  or  adjustments  with¬ 
in  the  meaning  of  paragraphs  367  (a) 
and  367  (b)  of  the  act  and  T.  D.  50277  (3) , 
it  is  proposed  to  require  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  section  481  (a)  (10),  Tariff 
Act  of  1930  (19  U.  S.  C.,  1481  (a)  (10) ), 
that,  unless  the  Commissioner  deter¬ 
mines  that  with  respect  to  any  particular 
importations  the  purposes  of  this  re¬ 
quirement  have  been  otherwise  satisfied, 
in  addition  to  all  other  information  re¬ 
quired  by  law  or  regulations,  customs 
invoices  "for  such  watch  movements, 
mechanisms,  devices,  or  instruments 
shall  contain  on  a  separate  sheet  to  be 
attached  to  and  constitute  a  part  of 
the  invoice  the  following  information: 

(A)  The  commercial  description 
(ebauche  calibre  number  and  ligne  size) 
and  style  of  eqch  class  of  watch  move¬ 


ment,  mechanism,  device,  or  instrument 
covered  by  the  invoice. 

(B)  The  name  of  the  manufacturer  or 
assembler  of  the  exported  articles,  and 
also  the  name  of  the  supplier  when  the 
manufacturer  or  assembler  is  not  the 
supplier. 

(C)  In  the  case  of  watch  movements, 
the  distinguishing  marks  (symbols)  with 
which  the  watch  movements  are  marked 
prusuant  to  the  declaration  annexed  to 
the  Swiss  Trade  Agreement. 

(D)  The  following  questions  are  to  be 
answered  and  the  indicated  information 
furnished  as  to  each  watch  movement, 
timekeeping  mechanism,  device,  or  in¬ 
strument  : 

(1)  After  the  complete  movement  was 
first  assembled: 

(a)  Was  it  tested  or  observed  for  uni¬ 
formity  in  rate  as  the  mainspring  runs 
down? 

(b)  Was  it  tested  at  different  observed 
temperatures? 

(c)  In  how  many  positions  was  it 
tested? 

(d)  Were  corrections  made  to  elimi¬ 
nate  or  reduce  the  differences  in  rates 
revealed  by  the  tests  in  (a)  (b)  and  (c)  ? 
If  so,  specify. 

(e)  If  corrections  were  made,  as  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  (d),  did  they  result  in  elim¬ 
inating  or  reducing  the  differences  in 
rates?  Specify. 

(2)  Omitting,  if  desired,  matters  al¬ 
ready  set  out  in  (1),  immediately  above, 
give  detailed  description  of  every  oper¬ 
ation,  process,  manipulation  or  test  (ex¬ 
clusive  of  those  relating  solely  to  pack¬ 
ing  and  shipping)  performed  on  or  with 
respect  to  each  watch  movement,  time¬ 
keeping  mechanism,  device,  or  instru¬ 
ment  after  it  was  first  assembled  and 
began  to  run. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  §  8.13  (h) , 
Customs  ^Regulations,  to  provide  for  the 
furnishing  of  additional  information  as 
set  forth  above. 


Tuesday ,  February  7,  1956 
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Prior  to  final  adoption  of  such  invoice 
requirements,  consideration  will  be  given 
to  any  relevant  data,  views,  or  arguments 
pertaining  thereto  which  are  submitted 
in  writing,  in  duplicate,  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs,  Washington  25,  D.  C., 
not  later  than  30  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice.  No  hearings 
will  be  held. 

[seal]  Ralph  Kelly, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-977;  Piled,  Feb.  3,  1956; 

4:00  p.  m.) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

food  and  Drug  Administration 
[  21  CFR  Part  19  1 

[Docket  No.  FDC-61] 

Partially  Creamed  Cottage  Cheese 

NOTICE  OF  POSTPONEMENT  OF  HEARING 

In  the  matter  of  adopting  a  definition 
and  standard  of  identity  for  a  food  to  be 
known  as  partially  creamed  cottage 
cheese: 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  public 
hearing  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  evi¬ 
dence  in  the  above-entitled  matter, 
heretofore  announced  to  commence  on 
February  28,  1956  (21  F.  R.  430)  is  post¬ 
poned  to  commence  at  10:00  a.  m.  on 
Tuesday,  April'  3,  1956,  in  Room  5051, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  Building,  Fourth  Street  and 
Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

Dated:  February  1, 1956. 

[seal]  '  Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food,  and  Drugs. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-954;  Piled,  Feb.  6,  1956; 

8:50  a.m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 
[49  CFR  Part  1761 

[Ex  Parte  No.  MC-19] 

Practices  of  Motor  Common  Carriers  of 
Household  Goods 

NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  EULE  MAKING 

January  23,  1956. 

On  January  13,  1956,  the  above- 
entitled  proceeding  was  reopened  for 
further  proceedings  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  consideration  to  the  adoption  of 
certain  rules  proposed  by  the  Bureau  of 
Motor  Carriers  governing  the  practices  of 
motor  common  carriers  of  household 
goods.  A  copy  of  the  order  of  January  13, 
1956,  is  set  forth  below.  The  proposed 
rules  are  set  forth  below  with  the  order. 

Any  interested  party  desiring  to  make 
representation  to  the  Commission  with 
respect  to  the  subject  matter  of  the 
further  proceedings  should  file)  an 
original  and  fourteen  copies  of  its  repre¬ 
sentation  with  the  Secretary,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington  25, 
D.  C.,  on  or  before  March  5, 1956. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 


At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Division  1,  held  at 
its  office  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the 
13th  day  of  January  A.  D.  1956. 

The  matter  of  modification  and  ex¬ 
tension  of  rules  prescribed  in  the  above - 
entitled  proceeding  being  under  con¬ 
sideration,  and  good  cause  appearing 
therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  said  proceeding  be, 
and  it  is  hereby,  reopened  for  further 
proceedings  for  the  purpose  of  according 
consideration  to  the  adoption  of  certain 
rules  governing  the  practices  of  motor 
common  carriers  of  household  goods, 
which  rules  are' set  forth  below  and  made 
a  part  hereof. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  any  inter¬ 
ested  party  desiring  to  make  representa¬ 
tion  to  the  Commission  with  respect  to 
the  subject  matter  of  the  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  shall  file  the  original  and  four¬ 
teen  copies  of  such  representation  with 
the  Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  * 
Commission  on  or  before  March  5,  1956. 

Proposed  Additional  Rules  and  Regu¬ 
lations  Governing  the  Practices  of 

Motor  Common  Carriers  of  House¬ 
hold  Goods 

Rule  1.  Whenever  an  estimate  of  the 
charges  for  a  proposed  service  shall  be 
made  or  given  by  a  carrier  to  a  pros¬ 
pective  shipper  of  household  goods,  the 
estimate  shall  be  in  writing  (black  let¬ 
tering  on  white  background  except  as 
otherwise  indicated),  and  shall  contain 
the  following:  ^ 

(a)  The  name  and  address  of  the  car¬ 
rier  which  is  to  perform  the  service  and 
the  name*and  title  of  the  agent  prepar¬ 
ing  the  estimate. 

(b)  The  origin  and  destination  of  the 
proposed  movement,  and  the  mileage 
between  such  points. 

(c)  The  applicable  rate  to  be  applied. 

(d)  A  list  of  the  articles  upon  which 
the  estimate  is  based,  showing  for  each 
article  listed  estimated  cubic  footage 
thereof. 

(e)  The  estimated  weight  of  the  ship¬ 
ment,  based  upon  a  formula  of  no  less 
than  seven  pounds  per  cubic  foot. 

(f)  An  itemized  statement  of  all  ac¬ 
cessorial  services  to  be  performed,  and 
the  charges  therefor. 

(g)  An  estimate  of  the  transporta¬ 
tion  tax. 

(h)  An  estimate  of  the  total  charges, 
including  transportation  charges, 
charges  for  accessorial  services,  and 
transportation  tax. 

(i)  A  printed  statement  (in  red  let¬ 
tering)  on  the  face  thereof,  in  a  promi¬ 
nent  position,  in  not  less  than  eight- 
point  bold  or  full-face  type,  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

Important  notice.  This  estimate  covers 
only  the  articles  and  services  listed.  It  Is 
not  a  warranty  or  representation  that  the 
actual  charges  will  not  exceed  the  amount  of 
the  estimate.  Common  carriers  are  required 
by  law  to  collect  transportation,  packing,  and 
other  incidental  charges  computed  on  the 
basis  of  rates  shown  in  their  lawfully  pub¬ 
lished  tariffs,  regardless  of  prior  rate  quota¬ 
tions  or  estimates  made  by  the  carrier  or  its 
agents.  Transportation  charges  are  based 
upon  the  actual  weight  of  the  goods  trans¬ 
ported,  and  such  charges  may  not  generally 
be  determined  prior  to  the  time  the  goods 
are  loaded  on  the  van  and  weighed. 


No  guarantee  can  be  made  as  to  the  specific 
dates  of  pickup  or  delivery  of  your  shipment, 
unless  you  make  special  arrangements  with 
the  carrier  for  expedited  service,  for  which 
an  additional  charge  will  normally  be  made. 

Rule  2.  Whenever  a  written  estimate  is 
submitted  to  a  prospective  shipper,  or,  in 
the  absence  of  such  estimate,  prior  to  the 
time  the  contract  for  service  is  executed, 
the  prospective  shipper  shall  be  furnished 
with  a  printed  statement,  in  not  less  than 
eight-point  full  or  bold-face  type,  as  set 
forth  below.  The  carrier  shall  obtain  a 
receipt  for  such  statement,  which  shall 
be  preserved  as  part  of  the  record  of 
shipment. 

GENERAL  INFORMATION  FOR  SHIPPERS  OF  HOUSE¬ 
HOLD  GOODS  BY  MOTOR  CARRIERS  IN  INTER¬ 
STATE  OR  FOREIGN  COMMERCE 

This  statement  is  of  importance  "to  you  as 
a  shipper  of  household  goods.  It  relates  to 
the  transportation  of  household  goods,  in  in¬ 
terstate  or  foreign  commerce,  by  motor 
carriers  frequently  called  “Movers”,  but  here¬ 
inafter  referred  to  as  carriers.  Some  carriers 
perform  the  transportation  themselves.  Oth¬ 
ers  act  as  agents  for  the  carriers  which  do  the 
actual  hauling.  In  some  cases  the  transpor¬ 
tation  is  arranged  by  brokers.  You  should 
be  sure  to  obtain  the  complete  and  correct 
name,  home  address,  and  telephone  number 
of  the  carrier  which  will  transport  your  ship¬ 
ment  and  keep  that  carrier  informed  as  to 
how  and  where  you  may  be  reached  at  all 
times  until  the  shipment  is  delivered.  Be¬ 
fore  completing  arrangements  for  the  ship¬ 
ment  of  your  household  goods,  all  of  the 
Information  herein  should  be  considered 
carefully  by  you. 

Loss  or  damage.  Carriers  are  subject  to 
the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  The  Commission, 
however,  has  no  authority  to  compel  -the 
carriers  to  settle  claims  for  loss  or  damage, 
and  it  will  not  try  to  determine  whether  the 
basis  for,  or  the  amount  of,  any  such  claim 
is  proper,  nor  will  it  attempt  to  determine 
the  carrier  liable  for  the  loss  or  damage.  If 
the  carriers  will  not  voluntarily  pay  such 
claims,  the  only  recourse  of  the  shipper  is 
the  filing  of  a  suit  in  a  Court  of  Law.  Every 
carrier  must  name  a  statutory  agent  in  each 
State  in  which  it  operates,  and  Court  papers 
may  be  served  on  such  agent.  The  names 
of  the  agent  for  service  in  any  State  may  be 
obtained  by  writing  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 

Transportation  rates  find  released  values. 
Rates  are  stated  in  amounts  per  hundred 
pounds  dependent  upon  the  distance  in¬ 
volved.  Carriers  are  authorized  to  publish 
and  generally  maintain  rates  varying  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  released  or  declared  value  of  the 
shipment.  The  lowest  rates  usually  apply 
when  the  shipper  releases  the  goods  to  a 
value  not  exceeding  30  cents  per  pound  per 
article.  For  example,  you  may  agree  that  the 
value  of  any  article  weighing  but  10  pounds 
is  only  $3.00.  This  value  may  not  be  what 
the  goods  are  worth,  but  it  is  the  amount 
you,  being  the  shipper,  agree  as  to  the  re¬ 
leased  value,  and,  in  case  of  loss  or  damage, 
it  will  be  the  basis  for  the  settlement  of  your 
claim.  You  may  declare  a  higher  value  on 
some  or  all  of  your  goods,  but  if  you  do,  the 
charges  for  their  transportation  will  be 
greater. 

Cargo  insurance.  A  carrier's  liability  for 
loss  or  damage  is  limited  by  the  released 
value  agreed  to,  or  by  the  value  declared  by 
the  shipper  when  the  shipment  is  made.  If 
you  desire  the  benefit  of  the  lowest  rate  and 
yet  want  greater  protection  than  that 
afforded  thereunder,  you  may  purchase  cargo 
insurance.  In  the  event  you  purchase  such 
insurance  through  the.  carrier,  the  latter 
should  deliver  to  you  a  policy  or  certificate 
at  or  before  the  time  of  shipment,  which 
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should  show  clearly  the  name  and  address  of 
the  Insurance  company,  the  amount  of  in¬ 
surance,  the  premium  therefor,  and  the  risks 
insured  against  or  the  risks  excluded,  which¬ 
ever  is  more  appropriate. 

Estimates.  Regardless  of  the  estimates  re¬ 
ceived  from  a  carrier  for  the  carriage  of  your 
shipment,  you  must  pay  transportation 
charges  computed  in  accordance  with  the 
tariff  filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  by  the  carrier  or  carriers  haul¬ 
ing  your  shipment,  plus  transportation  tax; 
and,  for  any  additional  or  extra  services,  the 
accessorial  charges  set  forth  in  the  tariff. 
Hence,  the  total  charges  which  you  will  be 
required  to  pay  may  be  much  more  than  the 
estimate  received  from  the  carrier. 

Tariffs.  These  are  publications  in  book- 
form,  containing  the  rates,  rules,  'and 
charges  of  the  carriers.  The  tariffs  of  all 
carriers  are  not  the  same.  All  of  them  are, 
however,  open  to  public  inspection,  and  you 
may  examine  them  in  the  carrier’s  office.  All 
tariffs  contain  rules  and  regulations,  and 
those  in  the  tariff  of  the  carrier  serving  you 
must  be  considered  in  determining  the 
charges  on  your  shipment.  The  rules  and 
regulations,  like  the  rates  and  charges,  are 
not  uniform.  It  is  Impracticable  to  refer 
to  all  of  them  here,  but  among  them  usually 
will  be  founa  special  provisions  applicable 
to;  “Shipments  picked-up  or  delivered  at 
more  than  one  place”;  “Marking  and  Pack¬ 
ing”;  “Diversion  of  Shipments”;  “Additional 
Services”  the  charges  for  which  usually  are 
called  “Accessorial  Charges”  and  which  in¬ 
clude  services  such  as  packing  and  unpack¬ 
ing,  the  furnishing  of  barrels,  boxes,  or  other 
containers,  supplying  wardrobe  boxes,  carry¬ 
ing  pianos  up  or  down  steps,  etc.  Generally, 
the  tariff  also  has  rules  relating  to  the  sub¬ 
ject  which  follow. 

Preparing  certain  articles  for  shipment. 
If  your  shipment  includes  a  stove,  refrig¬ 
erator,  radio,  television  set,  or  some  other 
article  requiring  special  servicing.  Including 
the  disconnection  .thereof  prior  to  move¬ 
ment,  the  special  servicing  should  be  per¬ 
formed  by  a  person  employed  by  you  who  is 
specially  trained  to  perform  the  work. 

Weights.  If  your  shipment  weighs  more 
than  1,000  pounds,  the  carrier  shall  weigh 
its  empty  or  partially  loaded  vehicle  prior 
to  loading  your  shipment.  After  loading, 
the  vehicle  again  should  be  weighed  and  the 
weight  of  your  shipment  determined.  If 
the  weight  of  your  shipment  is  not  more 
than  1,000  pounds,  it  may  be  weighed  before 
It  is  loaded.  The  gross,  tare,  and  net 
Weights,  must  be  shown  on  the  freight  bill. 

If  you  do  not  believe  that  the  weight 
shown  for  your  shipment  is  correct,  the  car¬ 
rier,  if  you  so  request  prior  to  delivery  and 
it  is  practicable  to  do  so,  shall  reweigh  the 
shipment.  An  extra  charge  may  be  made 
for  reweighing,  but  only  if  the  difference 
between  the  two  net  weights  does  not  ex¬ 
ceed  100  pounds  if  your  shipment  weighs 
6,000  pounds  or  less,  or  does  not  exceed  2 
percent  of  the  lower  net  weight  if  your  ship¬ 
ment  weighs  more  than  5,000  pounds.  The 
lower  of  the  two  net  weights  must  be  used 
for  determining  the  charges. 

Small  shipments.  If  your  shipment 
weighs  less  than  1,000  pound,  it  usually  will 
be  subject  to  a  minimum  charge,  the  charge 
for  1,000  pounds.  Generally,  shipments  of 
household  goods  weighing  considerably  less 
than  1,000  pounds  may  be  shipped  cheaper 
by  express,  or  rail,  or  by  a  motor  carrier 
other  than  a  household  goods  carrier,  even 
when  the  expense  of  crating  the  shipment 
is  added  to  the  transportation  charges. 

Storage  in  transit.  In  case  you  desire  that 
your  household  goods  be  stored  in  transit  and 
hauled  from  the  place  of  storage  at  a  later 
date,  such  service  probably  may  be  obtained 
if  you  specifically  request  it.  The  length  of 
time  which  a  shipment  may  be  stored  in 
transit  is  limited  to  a  designated  period  and 
you  will  be  required  to  pay  additional  charges 


for  storage,  pick-up  and  delivery,  and  possi¬ 
bly  other  accessorial  charges.  However,  if  a 
carrier  accepts  your  shipment  for  transporta¬ 
tion  at  its  own  convenience  and  stores  your 
goods  until  a  load  can  be  made  up,  the  tariff 
ordinarily  provides  no  additional  charge  for 
storage  or  drayage.  In  the  latter  instance, 
the  tender  and  acceptance  of  the  shipment 
must  be  bona  fide  and  the  delay  actually  for 
the  carrier’s  convenience  and  not  a  device  to 
evade  assessing  the  additional  charges  for 
storage,  etc.,  named  in  the  carrier’s  tariff.  In 
case  you  arrange  with  someone  other  than 
the  carrier  who  will  haul  your  goods  over  the 
road  for  the  pick-up  of  your  goods  or  for 
temporary  storage  thereof,  extra  charges  may 
be  assessed  to  cover  the  services  of  such  other 
person  or  concern.  Some  warehouses  make 
a  separate  charge  for  checking  goods  out  of 
storage  and  collect  dock  charges  from  carriers 
for  the  space  occupied  and  the  time  taken 
by  the  carriers’  vehicles  while  loading  ship¬ 
ments,  and  such  charges  are  passed  on  and 
charged  to  the  shippers. 

Exclusive  use  of  vehicle.  If  you  do  not 
want  the  goods  belonging  to  anyone  else 
hauled  with  your  shipment,  you  may  direct 
the  carrier  to  grant  you  exclusive  use  of  the 
vehicle.  In  that  case,  however,  the  trans¬ 
portation  charges  probable  will  be  consid¬ 
erably  greater. 

Expedited  service.  Carriers  are  not  ordi¬ 
narily  required  to  make  delivery  on  a  certain 
date  or  within  a  definite  period  of  time. 
However,  their  tariffs  generally  contain  a 
rule  stating  that,  upon  request  of  the  ship¬ 
per,  goods  weighing  less  than  a  designated 
amount — usually  5,000  pounds — will  be  deliv¬ 
ered  at  destination  on  or  before  the  date 
specified  by  the  shipper.  The  transporta¬ 
tion  charges  for  such  expedited  service  are 
based  on  the  higher  weight  (5,000  pounds) 
and,  of  course,  are  greater  than  the  charges 
on  shipments  hauled  at  the  carriers  con¬ 
venience. 

Payment  of  charges.  You  probably  will 
have  to  pay  all  charges  in  cash,  by  money 
order,  or  by  certified  check  before  your  ship¬ 
ment  will  be  delivered.  Therefore,  before 
the  shipment  arrives  at  destination,  you 
should  be  prepared  to  make  such  payment. 
Occasionally,  the  carrier  will  require  that  the 
charges  be  prepaid  or  guaranteed  at  point  of 
origin. 

Bill  of  lading.  You  should  get  from  the 
carrier,  before  your  shipment  leaves  the  point 
of  origin,  a  bill  of  lading  signed  by  you  and 
the  carrier,  showing  the  date  of  shipment, 
the  names  of  the  consignor  and  consignee, 
points  of  origin  and  destination,  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  shipment,  the  declared  or  released 
valuation,  and  notations  covering  any  special 
service  you  may  have  requested  such  as, 
“Storage-ln-transit”,  “Exclusive  Use  of  Ve¬ 
hicle”,  “Expedited  Service”,  etc. 

Freight  bill.  When  paying  the  charges  you 
should  obtain  a  receipt  for  the  amount  paid, 
setting  forth  separately  (1)  the  gross  weight. 
(2)  the  tare  weight,  and  (3)  the  net  weight 
of  your  shipment,  the  mileage,  the  rate  per 
100  pounds,  the  transportation  charges,  the 
insurance  premium  if  any,  the  transporta¬ 
tion  tax,  and  any  accessorial  charges.  Such 
receipt  is  called  a  freight  bill  or  expense  bill. 
In  the  event  there  was  any  loss  or  damage, 
be  sure  to  have  the  driver  place  appropriate 
notations  on  the  freight  bill.  If  the  driver 
will  not  make  such  notations,  you  should 
have  some  disinterested  party  inspect  the 
damage  in  driver’s  presence. 

Acknowledgment.  In  accordance  with  an 
order  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  this  information  is  being  supplied  to 
you  by  each  carrier  representative  who  sub¬ 
mits  an  estimate  for  the  movement  of  your 
household  goods,  or  who  arranges  for  such 
movement  without  a  prior  estimate.  Every 
such  representative  is  required  to  obtain 
from  you  a  written  receipt  for  this  state¬ 
ment,  and  you  should  get  from  each  of  them 
a  written  statement  showing  the  name  and 


address  of  the  carrier  which  will  transport 
your  shipment. 

Rule  3.  (This  rule  shall  supersede 
present  Rule  3.) 

(a)  Common  carriers  shall  determine 
the  tare  weight  of  each  vehicle  used  in 
the  transportation  of  household  goods  by 
having  it  weighed  prior  to  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  each  shipment,  without  the 
crew  thereon,  by  a  certified  weighmaster 
or  on  a  certified  scale,  and  when  so 
weighed,  the  gasoline  tank  on  each  ve¬ 
hicle  shall  be  full  and  the  vehicle  shall 
contain  all  pads,  chains,  dollies,  hand 
trucks,  and  other  equipment  required  in 
the  transportation  of  such  shipment. 

(b)  After  the  vehicle  has  been  loaded, 
it  shall  be  weighed,  without  the  crew 
thereon,  at  point  of  origin  of  the  ship¬ 
ment,  and  the  net  weight  of  the  ship¬ 
ment  shall  be  determined  by  deducting 
the  tare  weight  from  the  loaded  weight. 
Where  no  adequate  scale  is  available  at 
point  of  origin,  the  loaded  weight  shall 
be  obtained  at  the  nearest  certified  scale 
in  the  direction  of  the  movement  of  the 
shipment. 

(c)  In  the  transportation  of  part 
loads,  this  rule  shall  apply  in  all  respects, 
except  that  the  gross  weight  of  a  vehicle 
containing  one  or  more  part  loads  may 
be  used  as  the  tare  weight  of  such  vehicle 
as  to  part  loads  subsequently  loaded 
thereon.  A  part  load  for  any  one  ship¬ 
per  not  exceeding  1,000  pounds,  may  be 
weighed  on  a  certified  scale  prior  to  be¬ 
ing  loaded  on  the  vehicle. 

(d)  WheneVer  weights  are  required  to 
be  obtained  pursuant  to  these  rules,  the 
carrier  shall  cause  to  be  executed  a 
weight  ticket  in  the  form  specified  below, 
and  such  weight  ticket  shall  be  main¬ 
tained  by  the  carrier  as  a  part  of  its  rec¬ 
ord  of  shipment. 

#  # 

Household  Goods  Uniform  Weight  Ticket 

Date _ 

1.  Name  of  carrier  _ 

2.  Vehicle  identification _ 

3.  Order  No. _ 

4.  Name  of  shipper _ 

5.  Origin  of  shipment _ 

6.  Destination  of  shipment _ 

7.  List  of  shipments,  if  any,  on  vehicle  at 
'  time  tare  weight  was  obtained: 

Shipper  Order  No.  Net  weight 


(Driver) 


Date _ 

1.  Location  of  scales _ _ 

2.  Owner  of  scales _ _ _ 

3.  Scales  and  weighmaster  certified  by _ 

_  Date _ 

4.  Gross  weight  bf  loaded  vehicle,  without 

the  crew  thereon _ pounds. 

5.  Tare  weight  of  vehicle,  without  the  crew 

thereon,  Including  full  gasoline  tank, 
and  all  necessary  pads,  chains,  dollies, 
hand  trucks,  and  other  equipment, 
_ pounds. 

6.  Net  weight  of  shipment _ pounds. 


.  ^  (Weighmaster) 

Rule  4.  As  soon  as  practicable  after 
the  weight  of  a  shipment  of  household 
goods  has  been  determined,  the  carrier 
shall  execute  a  freight  bill  showing  the 
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tare  weight,  gross  weight,  and  net  weight 
of  the  shipment;  the  mileage  and  ap¬ 
plicable  rate;  and  the  total  charges  to  be 
assessed  against  the  shipper,  including 
charges  for  transportation,  accessorial 
charges,  and  transportation  tax.  A  copy 
of  such  freight  bill  shall  immediately  be 
forwarded  to  the  shipper  or  his  author¬ 
ized  agent,  and  must  be  delivered  to  such 
shipper  or  agent  prior  to  the  delivery  of 
the  shipment. 

Rule  5.  When  the  correct  charges  for 
a  complete  transportation  service  are 
found  by  the  carrier  to  exceed  by  more 
than  ten  percent  the  amount  of  a  prior 
estimate  given  to  the  shipper  by  the  car¬ 
rier,  the  carrier  shall  immediately  notify 
the  shipper  or  person  in  control  of  the 
shipment  of  such  fact,  by  telephone  or 
telegraph  if  necessary,  and  at  the  car¬ 
rier’s  expense,  prior  to  performing  any 
further  service.  Thereupon,  if  the  ship¬ 
per  or  person  in  control  of  the  movement 
so  desires,  the  carrier  shall  return  to  the 
shipper  the  whole  or  any  part  of  the 
goods,  and  shall  assess  no  charges  or  fees 
for  such  service.  ' 

Rule  6.  Common  carriers  shall  notify 
any  shipper  of  household  goods  immedi¬ 
ately  in  the  event  of  the  total  or  substan¬ 
tial  destruction  of  such  goods  by  fire, 
accident,  or  by  any  other  means,  while 
being  transported  or  stored  by  the  car¬ 
rier  or  at  the  carrier’s  direction.  No 
carrier  shall  attempt  to  collect  transpor¬ 
tation  or  other  charges  in  respect  of  any 
such  shipment  without  having  previously 
notified  the  shipper  of  the  condition 
thereof.  ^ 

Rule  7.  No  common  carrier  shall  ac¬ 
cept  a  shipment  of  household  goods  for 
transportation  at  the  minimum  weight 
established  in  its  tariff  until  after  the 
shipper  has  been  furnished  a  printed 
statement  as  set  forth  below.  The  car¬ 
rier  shall  obtain  a  receipt  for  such  no¬ 
tice,  and  such  receipt  shall  be  made  a 
part  of  the  carrier’s  record  of  shipment. 

Important  notice.  The  transportation 
charges  which  will  be  collected  on  your  ship¬ 
ment  will  be  based  upon  a  minimum  weight 
of _ pounds,  as  provided  in  this  car¬ 

rier’s  tariff.  The  total  charges  due  for  the 
transportation  of  your  shipment,  the  acces¬ 
sorial  charges  for  service  ordered  by  you,  ancf 
the  transportation  tax  will  be  $ - - 


By 


(Name  of  carrier) 
(Title) 


[P.  Doc.  56-949:  Piled,  Peb.  6,  1956; 
8:49  a.  m.J 


[  49  CFR  Part  193  ] 

[Ex  Parte  No.  MC-40] 

Carriers  by  Motor  Vehicles;  Parts  and 
Accessories  Necessary  for  Safe  Op¬ 
eration 

qualifications  and  maximum  hours  of 
service  of  employees  of  motor  car¬ 
riers  AND  SAFETY  OF  OPERATION  AND 

equipment;  extension  of  filing  date 

In  the  matter  of  extending  date  for 
filing  statements  in  response  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  to  amend  the  motor  carrier  brake 
regulations. 


Upon  consideration  of  the  record  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding,  and  of  certain 
requests  for  an  extension  of  time  within 
which  to  complete  certain  equipment  and 
road  tests  and  to  file  data  in  connection 
therewith  in  response  to  the  order  and 
notice  of  rule  making,  dated  November 
10,  1955;  and  good  cause  appearing 
therefor: 

It  is  ordered ,~  That  the  time  within 
which  such  statements  may  be  filed  in 


response  to  the  invitation  contained  in 
the  said  notice  of  November  10,  1955,  be, 
and  it  is  hereby,  extended  to  April  3, 1956. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  1st 
day  of  February  A.  D.  1956. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-950;  Piled,  Peb.  6,  1956; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


NOTICES 

1 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Montana 

notice  of  proposed  withdrawal  and 

RESERVATION  OF  LANDS 

"  January  30, 1956. 

The  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  has  filed 
an  application,  Serial  No.  Montana 
014577,  for  the  withdrawal  of  the  lands 
described  below,  from  all  forms  of  ap¬ 
propriation  except  the  mineral  leasing 
laws.  The  applicant  desires  the  land  for 
use  under  a  cooperative  agreement  with 
the  State  of  Montana  Department  of 
Fish  and  Game  for  deer  and  elk  winter 
range. 

For  a  period  of  thirty  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice,  persons 
having  cause  may  present  their  objec¬ 
tions  in  writing  to  the  undersigned  of¬ 
ficial  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  1245  North 
29th  Street,  Billings,  Montana. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary 
on  the  application  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register.  A  separate  no¬ 
tice  will  be  sent  to  each  interested  party 
of  record. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

Montana  Principal  Meridian 
T.  1  S.,  R.  10  W.. 

Sec.  1:  Lots  1,  2,  3,  5,  6,  7,  Sy2NW%,  SW>4 
NE >4 ,SW'/4,  SW14 SE >4 ; 

Sec.  2:  Lots  3,  4,  Sy2NW^,  NW^SW>4; 

Sec.  11:  S»/2NWV4.  NWV4NWV4.  SEy4NEV4; 

Sec.  12:  Lot  1,  N'/2NW'/4, 8Wy4NW>4. 

The  area  described  contains  1,028.11 
acres. 

R.  D.  Nielson, 
State  Supervisor. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-928;  Filed,  Peb.  6,  1956; 

8:45  a.  m  ] 

i 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Federal  Maritime  Board 

Member  Lines  of  Pacific  Coast 

European  Conference 

NOTICE  OF  AGREEMENT  FILED  WITH  BOARD 
FOR  approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 


with  the  Board  for  approval  pursuant 
to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916, 
39  Stat.  733,  46  U.  S.  C.  814. 

Agreement  No.  5200-15,  between  the 
member  lines  of  the  Pacific  Coast  Euro¬ 
pean  Conference,  modifies  the  basic  con¬ 
ference  agreement  (No.  5200)  to  include 
a  provision  providing  that  member  lines 
and  their  agents  at  loading  ports  shall 
not  represent  any  vessel  in  the  trade 
covered  by  the  agreement  other  than 
those  operated  for  the  account  of  a 
member,  except  as  husbanding  agents, 
or  as  agents  for  vessels  loading  full  car¬ 
goes  of  grain  and/or  lumber,  or  as  may 
be  agreed  by  unanimous  vote  of  the 
conference. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Regulation  Office,  Federal  Maritime 
Board,  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  may  sub¬ 
mit,  within  20  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  writ¬ 
ten  statements  with  reference  to  the 
agreement  and  their  position  as  to  ap¬ 
proval,  disapproval,  or  modification,  to¬ 
gether  with  request  for  hearing  should 
such  hearing  be  desired. 

By  .order  'of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Board. 

Dated:  February  1,  1956. 

A.  J.  Williams, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-958;  Piled,  Peb.  6,  1956; 

8:50  a.  m.J 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  G-8730] 

Shell  Oil  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

January  31,x1956. 

Take  notice  that  Shell  Oil  Company  a 
Delaware  corporation  (Applicant),  with 
principal  office  in  New  York,  New  York, 
filed  on  April  7,  1955,  an  application  for 
a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  authorizing  Applicant 
to  tender  service  as  hereinafter  described, 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  all  as  more  fully  represented  in 
the  application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant  proposes  to  sell  natural  gas 
in  interstate  commerce  from  production 
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in  Riley  Gas  Unit,  Hugoton  Reid,  Texas 
County,  Oklahoma,  to  Panhandle  East¬ 
ern  Pipeline  Company  for  resale.  The 
proposed  rate  of  delivery  is  10,000  Mcf 
for  the  first  month  of  delivery  at  14.65 
psia  and  the  sales  price  is  10.5  cents  per 
Mcf  at  14.65  psia. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be 
disposed  of  as  promptly  as  possible 
under  the  applicable  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  and  to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  24,  1956,’  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  in 
a  Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  and  the  issues  presented  by 
such  application:  Provided,  however. 
That  the  Commission  may,  after  a  non- 
contested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
section  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  Feb¬ 
ruary  20,  1956.  Failure  of  any  party  to 
appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hearing 
shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  con¬ 
currence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made.  Under 
the  procedure  herein  provided  for,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  unnec¬ 
essary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or  be  rep¬ 
resented  at  the  hearing. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  DOC.  56-929;  Piled,  Feb.  6,  1956; 

8:45  a.m.] 


(Docket  No.  G-9002  etc.] 

Town  op  Friars  Point,  Miss.,  et  al. 

NOTICE  OP  APPLICATIONS 

February  1,  1956. 

In  the  matters  of  Town  of  Friars  Point, 
Mississippi,  Docket  No.  G-9002;  Bells 
Public  Utility  District  of  Crockett  County, 
Tennessee,  Docket  No.  G-9071;  Crockett 
Public  Utilities  District  of  Crockett 
County,  Tennessee,  Docket  No.  G-9072. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  6,  1955,  the 
Town  of  Friars  Point,  Mississippi,  and  on 
June  24,  1955,  the  Bells  Public  Utilities 
District  and  the  Crockett  Public  Utilities 
District,  both  of  Crockett  County,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  all  municipalities,  filed  their 
respective  applications  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7  (a)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
orders  directing  Texas  Gas  Transmission 
Corporation  (Texas  Gas)  to  establish 
physical  connection  of  its  transmission 
facilities  with  the  facilities  of  Applicants’ 
proposed  natural  gas  systems  and  to  sell 
natural  gas  to  Applicants  for  distribution 
in  their  proposed  service  areas. 

The  Town  of  Friars  Point,  Mississippi 
(Friars  Point),  states  that  it  has  pro¬ 


posed  the  construction  and  operation  of 
a  municipally  owned  natural  gas  dis¬ 
tribution  system  designed  to  serve  a  pop¬ 
ulation  area  of  about  1,600  people. 
Friars  Point  states  also  that  it  has  de¬ 
signed  a  system  to  serve  in  the  third  year 
of  an  anticipated  309  of  an  estimated 
439  potential  residential  and  commer¬ 
cial  customers  with  a  total  requirement 
of  42,525  Mcf  annually  and  472  Mcf  on 
the  peak  day. 

Friars  Point  also  alleges  that  the  ini¬ 
tial  cost  of  the  system  is  estimated  at 
$192,000,  and  will  be  financed  by  the  sale 
of  4V2  percent  revenue  bonds  to  be 
amortized  over  a  period  of  30  years.  The 
town  shows  a  debt  service  coverage  of 
1.63  based  on  a  third  year  levelling  of  its 
requirements.  It  also  states  that  it  plans 
to  connect  its  proposed  distribution  sys¬ 
tem  with  Texas  Gas’  pipe  line  facilities 
southeast  of  the  town  via  10.2  miles  of 
3 -inch  high  pressure  transmission  line. 

The  Bells  Public  Utility  District  of 
Crockett  County,  Tennessee  (Bells  Pub¬ 
lic)  states  that  it  has  designed  a  mu¬ 
nicipally  owned  natural  gas  transmission 
and  distribution  system  to  supply  the  gas 
requirements  of  the  town  of  Bells, 
Crockett  County,  Tennessee,  and  en¬ 
virons,  stating  further  that  this  system 
will  serve  in  the  third  year  of  operation 
an  estimated  289  residential,  commercial, 
and  industrial  customers  out  of  an  ap¬ 
proximate  population  of  1900,  which  in¬ 
cludes  those  customers  resulting  from 
the  anticipated  normal  community- 
growth.  The  requirements  are  estimated 
at  562  Mcf  on  a  peak  day  and  57,285  Mcf 
annually  in  the  third  year  of  operation. 

Bells  Public  alleges  that  the  initial 
cost  of  the  system  is  estimated  at  $105,- 
000  and  is  proposed  to  be  financed  by  the 
sale  of  revenue  bonds  at  a  maximum  in¬ 
terest  rate  of  5  percent  to  be  amortized 
over  a  20-year  period.  Applicant  also 
shows  a  debt  service  ratio  of  1.82  assum¬ 
ing  a  third  year  levelling  of  requirements. 

Bells  Public  further  alleges  that  it 
plans  to  utilize  a  proposed  4-inch  trans¬ 
mission  line  jointly  with  Crockett 
County  Public  Utilities  District.  This 
line  will  connect  with  Texas  Gas’  exist¬ 
ing  transmission  line  near  Jackson,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  about  3  miles  south  of  the  Bells 
city  gate,  and  will  terminate  at  the 
Crockett  County  Public  Utilities  District’s 
city  gate  at  the  town  of  Alamo,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  about  5  miles  north  of  the  town 
of  Bells. 

Crockett  Public  Utilities  District  of 
Crockett  County,  Tennessee  (Crockett 
Public)  states  that  it  has  designed  a 
municipally-owned  natural  gas  trans¬ 
mission  and  distribution  system  to  sup¬ 
ply  the  gas  requirements  of  the  town  of 
Alamo,  Crockett  County,  Tennessee,  and 
environs. 

Crockett  Public  also  states  that  the 
system  will  serve  in  its  third  year  of  oper¬ 
ation  an  estimated  436  residential,  com¬ 
mercial,  and  industrial  customers  out  of 
an  approximate  population  of  1,900  in¬ 
cluding  those  customers  resulting  from 
anticipated  normal  growth  and  that  the 
requirements  of  Alamo  are  estimated  at 
712  Mcf  on  a  peak  day  and  55,020  Mcf 
annually  in  the  third  year  of  operation. 

Crockett  Public  alleges  that  the  initial 
cost  of  the  system  is  estimated  at  $160,- 


000,  and  is  proposed  to  be  financed  by  the 
sale  of  revenue  bonds  at  a  maximum  in¬ 
terest  rate  of  5  percent  to  be  amortized 
over  a  20-year  period.  Applicant 
(Crockett  Public)  shows  a  debt  service 
ratio  of  2.09  assuming  a  third-year  level¬ 
ling  of  requirements. 

Crockett  Public  further  alleges  that  it 
proposes  to  transmit  gas  to  its  city  gate 
at  Alamo  from  a  connection  with  Texas 
Gas’  existing  pipeline  facilities  about  9 
miles  to  the  south  via  a  jointly  owned 
4-inch  transmission  line  with  Bells 
Public. 

Texas  Gas  states  that  it  does  not  op¬ 
pose  the  applications  filed  herein  but  in 
its  reply  of  August  29,  1955,  states  that 
it  be  required  to  sell  no  more  than  Ap¬ 
plicants’  third-year  requirements  -as 
follows: 

Mcf  per  day 


G-9002,  Friars  Point _ 483 

G-9071,  Bells  Public _  595 

G-9072,  Crockett  Public _ - . 726 


Texas  Gas  further  conditions  its  wil¬ 
lingness  to  serve  Applicants  in  that  they 
complete  their  proposed  systems  by  June 
1,  1957,  in  the  case  of  Bells  Public  and 
Crockett  Public,  and  July  1,  1957,  in  the 
case  of  Friars  Point. 

Texas  Gas,  by  Commission  order  issued 
December  30, 1955,  at  Docket  No.  G-8828, 
was  authorized  to  construct  and  operate 
the  facilities  requested  therein,  enabling 
it  to  serve  Applicants  without  adverse 
effect  on  its  other  customers.  Texas  Gas 
states  that  it  expects  to  complete  these 
facilities  by  November  1,  1956. 

West  Tennessee  Gas  Company,  an  ex¬ 
isting  customer  of  Texas  Gas,  filed  on 
August  29,  1955,  petitions  to  intervene 
at  Docket  Nos.  G-9071  and  G-9072.  On 
January  17,  West  Tennessee  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  withdrew  its  petitions  to  intervene. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  Feb¬ 
ruary  21,  1956. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-930;  Filed,  Feb.  6,  1956; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


(Docket  No.  G-9770] 

Ohio  Fuel  Gas  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

February  1, 1956. 

Take  notice  that  The  Ohio  Fuel  Gas 
Company,  Applicant,  an  Ohio  corpora¬ 
tion  and  a  subsidiary  of  the  Columbia 
Gas  System,  Inc.,  having  its  principal 
place  of  business  at  99  North  Front 
Street,  Columbus  15,  Ohio,  filed  on  De¬ 
cember  13,  1955,  an  abbreviated  appli¬ 
cation  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  authoriz¬ 
ing  it  to  construct  and  operate  certain 
proposed  facilities  and  to  abandon  cer¬ 
tain  other  facilities  as  hereinafter  de¬ 
scribed,  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission,  in  order  to  serve  more  ade¬ 
quately  the  anticipated  gas  requirements 
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of  the  Village  of  Caledonia,  Marion 
County,  Ohio,  an  existing  retail  market 
area  of  Applicant  including  a  new  indus¬ 
trial  customer  at  Caledonia,  all  as  more 
fully  represented  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  for  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  abandon  3.4 
miles  of  its  8% -inch  Line  D-4,  by  which 
it  presently  serves  the  Caledonia  area, 
and  in  lieu  thereof  build  3.2  miles  of 
41/4-inch  pipeline  extending  from  its  16- 
inch  Line  D-322  to  a  connection  with 
existing  line  D-213,  so  that  Caledonia 
will  receive  gas  from  the  new  4V2-inch 
line  and  the  existing  Line  D-213  rather 
than  through  Lines  D-4  and  EX-213  as 
at  present.  Applicant  proposes  to  re¬ 
tain  approximately  1.5  miles  of  its  Line 
D-4  for  operation  at  reduced  pressure  in 
order  to  maintain  service  to  a  county 
infirmary,  a  schoolhouse  and  a  group  of 
rural  residential  customers. 

Applicant  proposes  to  discontinue  serv¬ 
ice  to  13  residential  customers  at  scat¬ 
tered  intervals  along  the  3.4  miles  of 
line  it  desires  to  retire. 

The  estimated  cost  of  the  proposed 
extension  is  $41,000,  and  is  to  be  paid 
out  of  Applicant’s  funds  on  hand. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and  - 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  Thurs¬ 
day,  March  1,  1956,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t., 
in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters 
involved  in  and  the  issues  presented  by 
such  applications:  Provided,  however. 
That  the  Commission  njay,  after  a  non- 
contested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
section  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  H.  C.,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  February  16, 1956.  Failure  of  any 
party  to  appear  at  and  participate  in  the 
hearing  shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of 
and  concurrence  in  omission  herein  of 
the  intermediate  decision  procedure  in 
cases  where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 
Under  the  procedure  herein  provided  for 
unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  un¬ 
necessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary, 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-931;  Piled,  Feb.  6,  1956; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nob.  G-9277,  G-9280] 
Chicago  Corp.  and  Gulf  Plains  Corp. 

ORDER  INSTITUTING  INVESTIGATIONS 

The  Chicago  Corporation  and  Gulf 
Plains  Corporation  (Respondents)  are 
No.  25 - 3 


independent  producers  of  natural  gas 
and  are  “natural-gas  companies’’  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
being  engaged  in  the  sale  and  delivery 
of  natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce 
for  resale  for  ultimate  public  consump¬ 
tion. 

On  September  23,  1954,  The  Chicago 
Corporation  (Chicago)  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act.  This  application  was  designated 
Docket  No.  G-2999  and  was  amended 
on  November  29,  1954.  No  hearing  has 
been  held  or  final  order  issued  in  such 
docket  to  date. 

On  August  27,  1954,  Chicago  filed  with 
the  Commission  a  contract  and  supple¬ 
ment  thereto  providing  for  the  sale  and 
delivery  of  natural  gas  to  Tennessee  Gas 
Transmission  Company  (TGT)  from  the 
Carthage  Field,  Texas,  which  were  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission  as  The  Chicago 
Corporation,  et  al.  FPC  Gas  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  No.  3  and  Supplement  No.  1  thereto. 
The  rate  on  June  7,  1954,  for  the  sale 
of  gas  to  TGT  under  the  aforesaid  rate 
schedule  was  7.306  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65 
psia. 

By  Supplement  No.  2  to  the  aforesaid 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  3,  also  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  August  27,  1954, 
the  rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  by  Chicago 
to  TGT  was  increased  from  7.306  cents 
per  Mcf  to  7.547  cents  per  Mcf.  This 
rate  increase  was  to  offset  the  increase 
in  the  production  tax  made  effective  by 
the  State  of  Texas  on  September  1,  1954. 

Supplement  No.  3  to  the  said  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  3  was  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  September  30,  1954,  and 
proposed  to  be  made  effective  on  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1954.  Through  the  filing  of  this 
supplement  Chicago  proposed  to  increase 
its  rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT  from 
7.547  cents  per  Mcf  to  12.808  cents  per 
Mcf,  which  would  result  in  a  total  in¬ 
crease  in  cost  to  TGT  of  approximately 
$2,134,000  per  year.  The  said  supple¬ 
ment  was  allowed  to  become  effective  as 
proposed  and  without  suspension  by  the 
Commission  on  November  1,  1954. 

On  August  27,  1954,  Chicago  filed  with 
the  Commission  a  contract  and  four  sup¬ 
plements  thereto  providing  for  the  sale 
and  delivery  of  natural  gas  to  TGT  from 
the  Stratton-Agua  Dulce  and  San  Sal¬ 
vador  Fields,  Texas.  These  documents 
were  designated  by  the  Commission  as 
The  Chicago  Corporation  et  al.  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  5  and  Supple- 
ment„Nos.  1  through  4  thereto.  The 
rate  on  June  7,  1954,  for  the  sale  of  gas 
to  TGT  under  the  aforesaid  schedule, 
was  9.781  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia. 

By  Supplement  No.  5  to  the  aforesaid 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  5,  filed  with 
the  Commission  on  August  27,  1954,  the 
rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT  was  in¬ 
creased  from  9.781  cents  per  Mcf  to 
10.020  cents  per  Mcf.  This  rate  increase 
was  to  offset  the  increase  in  the  produc¬ 
tion  tax  made  effective  by  the  State  of 
Texas  on  September  1,  1954. 

By  Supplement  No.  6  to  the  aforesaid 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  5,  filed  with 
the  Commission  by  Chicago  on  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1954,  and  proposed  to  be  made 
effective  on  November  1,  1954,  the  rate 


for  the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT  was  proposed 
to  be  increased  from  10.020  cents  per  Mcf 
to  11.903  cents  per  Mcf,  which  would  re¬ 
sult  in  a  total  increase  in  cost  to  TGT 
of  approximately  $390,000  per  year  under 
the  supplement.  The  aforesaid  Supple¬ 
ment  No.  6  was  allowed  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  as  proposed  and  without  suspension 
by  the  Commission  on  November  1,  1954. 

Thereafter,  on  August  31,  1955,  Ten¬ 
nessee  Public  Service  Commission  et  al.1 
filed  with  the  Commission  complaints 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  particularly  under  sections  5  (a) 
and  13  thereof,  designated  Docket  Nos. 
G-9277  and  G-9280,  wherein  it  was 
stated,  inter  alia,  that  on  the  basis  of 
the  facts  recited  in  the  said  complaints 
the  rates  and  charges  demanded,  ob¬ 
served,  charged  and  collected  by  the  de¬ 
fendants,*  in  connection  with  the  sale  of 
natural  gas  to  TGT  under  and  pursuant 
to  the  currently  effective  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedules  Nos.  3  and  5  of  The  Chicago 
Corporation,  et  al.,  are  unjust,  unrea¬ 
sonable  and  otherwise  unlawful,  and  are 
not  the  lowest  reasonable  rates,  as  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

In  their  prayer  for  relief  the  said  Com¬ 
plainants  ask  this  Commission  to: 

1.  Require  Defendants  to  answer  the 
allegations  of  the  complaints  in  writing 
and  under  oath  within  such  time  as  may 
be  specified  by  the  Commission; 

2.  Promptly  institute  such  investiga¬ 
tions  and  hold  such  hearings  as  may  be 
necessary  to  determine  all  facts,  circum¬ 
stances  and  matters  required  for  a  final 
determination  as  to  what  are  just  and 
reasonable  rates  to  be  paid  Defendants 
by  T^GT,  and,  after  hearings,  fix  by  order 
the  just  and  reasonable  rates  of  Defend¬ 
ants  to  be  thereafter  observed  and  in 
force  with  respect  to  sales  of  natural  gas 
by  Defendants  to  TGT; 

3.  Consolidate  the  complaints  and  any 
proceedings  instituted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  motion  with  the  proceeding  in 
Docket  No.  G-5259,  for  both  hearing  and 
determination,  and  make  no  final  de¬ 
termination  in  the  proceedings  in  Docket 
No.  G-5259  prior  to  a  final  determination 
of  the  issues  presented  by  the  complaints 
and  involved  in  the  Commission’s  inves¬ 
tigation;  and 

4.  Grant  to  Complainants  such  other, 
further,  reasonable  and  equitable  relief 
as  may  be  warranted. 


1  The  other  Complainants  are :  Knoxville 
Utilities  Board;  Cities  of  Athens,  Clarksville, 
Fayetteville,  Gallatin  and  Springfield,  Ten¬ 
nessee;  Chattanooga  Gas  Company;  Cleve¬ 
land  Natural  Gas  Company;  Tennessee  Gas 
Company;  and  Tullahoma  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  All  of  these  named  Complain¬ 
ants,  except  Tennessee  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission  and  Knoxville  Utilities  Board, 
purchase  gas  directly  or  indirectly  from 
TGT  for  resale  for  public  consumption. 

•In  addition  to  The  Chicago  Corporation, 
the  following  defendants  were  named  in  the 
complaint  filed  in  Docket  No.  G-9277;  Hay¬ 
den  Oil  Company;  Clyde  H.  Alexander; 
Creston  H.  Alexander;  Euna  M.  Alexander; 
Glenn  E.  Alexander;  Ben  R.  Briggs  and  Hugh 
M.  Briggs,  individually  and  as  coadminis¬ 
trators  of  the  estate  of  Fanny  May  Briggs, 
deceased;  Charles  E.  Dimit;  Helen  Mae 
Dimit;  N.  V.  Kinsey;  R.  Lacy,  Inc.;  B.  F. 
Phillips  Petroleum  Company;  and  Sabine 
Natural  Gas  and  Products  Company. 
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NOTICES 


In  addition  to  the  sales  of  natural  gas 
hereinbefore  specifically  referred  to,  it 
appears  from  the  Commission’s  files  that ' 
the  said  Respondents  also  engage  in 
other  sales  of  natural  gas  in  interstate 
commerce.  It  further  appears  that, 
upon  the  basis  of  data  available  to  the 
Commission,  the  rates,  charges,  and 
classifications  for  or  in  connection  with 
the  sale  or  transportation  of  natural  gas 
by  the  Respondents  herein,  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  and  the 
rules,  regulations,  practices,  and  con-  . 
tracts  relating  thereto  may  be  unjust, 
unreasonable,  unduly  discriminatory,  or 
preferential. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  that  investigations  be  instituted 
by  the  Commission,  upon  its  own  motion, 
into  and  concerning  all  rates,  charges  or 
classifications  demanded,  observed, 
charges  or  collected  by  the  said  Respond¬ 
ents  in  connection  with  any  transporta¬ 
tion  or  sale  of  natural  gas,  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  and  any 
rules,  regulations,  practices  or  contracts 
affecting  such  rates,  charges  or  classifi¬ 
cations. 

(2)  No  good  cause  has  been  shown  for 
the  Commission  to  grant  Complainants’ 
prayer  for  consolidation  of  these  pro¬ 
ceedings  with  the  proceeding  designated 
Docket  No.  G-5259,  which  is  a  rate  in¬ 
crease  proceeding  of  TGT,  nor  to  delay 
final  determinations  in  such  docket  pend¬ 
ing  conclusion  of  the  investigations  in 
these  proceedings. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  An  investigation  of  Respondent, 
the  Chicago  Corporation,  and  an  investi¬ 
gation  of  Respondent,  Gulf  Plains  Cor¬ 
poration,  be  and  they  hereby  are  insti¬ 
tuted  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Natur.al  Gas  Act  for  the  purpose  of  en¬ 
abling  the  Commission  to  determine 
whether,  with  respect  to  any  transpor¬ 
tation  or  sale  of  natural  gas,  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  made 
or  proposed  to  be  made  by  such  Respond¬ 
ents,  any  of  the  rates,  charges  or  classi¬ 
fications  demanded,  observed,  charged, 
or  collected,  or  any  rules,  regulations, 
practices  or  contracts  affecting  such 
rates,  charges  or  classifications  are  un¬ 
just,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimina¬ 
tory  or  preferential. 

(B)  If  the  Commission,  after  a  hear¬ 
ing  has  been  had,  shall  find  with  respect 
to  the  Respondents  named  in  paragraph 
(A)  above  that  any  of  their  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  practices,  or  contracts  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  are 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimina¬ 
tory,  or  preferential,  the  Commission 
will  thereupon  determine  and  fix  by 
order  or  orders  just  and  reasonable  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  practices  or  contracts  to  be  there¬ 
after  observed  and  in  force. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  par¬ 
ticularly  sections  5, 14, 15  and  16  thereof, 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  a  public  hearing  be  held 


upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  further  order 
of  the  Commission  concerning  the  mat¬ 
ters  specified  in  paragraphs  (A)  and  (B) 
above. 

(D)  The  prayer  for  consolidation  of 
these  proceedings  with  the  proceeding 
designated  Docket  No.  G-5259,  as  set 
forth  in  the  complaints  filed  herein  by 
Tennessee  Public  Service  Commission  et 
al.  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  denied. 

(E)  Interested  State  commissions  may  _ 
participate  as  provided  by  sections  1.8 
and  1.37  (f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.37  (f)). 

By  the  Commission.1 

Adopted:  January  26, 1956. 

Issued:  January  27, 1956. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Ftjquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-932;  Filed,  Feb.  6,  1956; 

8:46  a.m.] 


(Docket  No.  G-9278] 

Alfred  C.  Glassell,  Jr. 

ORDER  INSTITUTING  INVESTIGATION 

Alfred  C.  Glassell,  Jr.  (Respondent) ,  is  , 
an  independent  producer  of  natural  gas 
and  is  a  “natural-gas  company”  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  be¬ 
ing  engaged  in  the  sale  and  delivery  of 
natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  for 
resale  for  ultimate  public  consumption. 

On  September  22,  1954,  Respondent 
filed  an  application  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act.  This  application 
was  designated  Docket  No.  G-2956.  No 
hearing  has  been  held  or  final  order  is¬ 
sued  in  such  docket  to  date. 

On  September  14,  1954,  Respondent 
filed  with  the  Commission  a  contract 
providing  for  the  sale  and  delivery  of 
natural  gas  to  Tennessee  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Company  (TGT)  from  the 
Carthage  Field,  Texas,  which  was  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission  as  Alfred  C. 
Glassell,  Jr.,  et  al.  FPC  Gas  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  No.  1.  The  rate  on  June  7,  1954  for 
the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT  under  the  afore¬ 
said  rate  schedule  was  7.027  cents  per 
Mcf  at  14.65  psia. 

By  Supplement  No.  1  to  the  aforesaid 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1,  also  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  September  14, 
1954,  the  rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  by  Re¬ 
spondent  to  TGT  was  increased  from 
7.027  cents  per  Mcf  to  7.200  cents  per 
Mcf.  This  rate  increase  was  to  offset 
the  increase  in  the  production  tax  made 
effective  by  the  State  of  Texas  on  Sep¬ 
tember  1, 1954. 

Supplement  No.  2  to  the  said  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1  was  filed  with 
the  Commission  on  October  1,  1954,  and 
proposed  to  be  made  effective  on  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1954.  Through  the  filing  of  this 
supplement  Respondent  proposed  to  in¬ 
crease  its  rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT 
from  7.200  cents  per  Mcf  to  12.808  cents 
per  Mcf,  which  would  result  in  a  total  in- 


1  Commissioner  Digby  concurring  in  part 
and  dissenting  in  part. 


crease  in  cost  to  TGT  of  approximately 
$1,163,000  per  year  under  the  supplement. 
The  said  supplement  was  allowed  to  be¬ 
come  effective  as  proposed  and  without 
suspension  by  the  Commission  on  No¬ 
vember  1, 1954. 

Thereafter,  on  August  31,  1955,  Ten¬ 
nessee  Public  Service  Commission  et  al.1 
filed  with  the  Commission  a  complaint 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  particularly  under  sections  5  (a) 
and  13  thereof,  designated  Docket  No. 
G-9278,  wherein  it  was  stated,  inter  alia, 
that  on  the  basis  of  the  facts  recited  in 
the  said  complaint  the  rates  and  charges 
demanded,  observed,  charged  and  col¬ 
lected  by  the  Defendants,1  in  connection 
with  the  sale  of  natural  gas  to  TGT  under 
and  pursuant  to  the  currently  effective 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1  of  Alfred 
C.  Glassell,  Jr.,  et  al.,  are  unjust,  unrea¬ 
sonable  and  otherwise  unlawful,  and  are 
not  the  lowest  reasonable  rates,  as  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

In  their  prayer  for  relief  the  said 
Complainants  ask  this  Commission  to: 

1.  Require  Defendants  to  answer  the 
allegations  of  the  complaint  in  writing 
and  under  oath  within  such  time  as  may 
be  specified  by  the  Commission ; 

2.  Promptly  institute  such  investiga¬ 
tion  and  hold  such  hearings  as  may  be 
necessary  to  determine  all  facts,  circum¬ 
stances  and  matters  required  for  a  final 
determination  as  to  what  are  just  and 
reasonable  rates  to  be  paid  Defendants 
by  TGT,  and,  after  hearings,  fix  by  order 
the  just  and  reasonable  rates  of  De¬ 
fendants  to  be  thereafter  observed  and 
in  force  with  respect  to  sales  of  natural 
gas  by  Defendants  to  TGT; 

3.  Consolidate  the  complaint  and  any 
proceedings  instituted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  motion  with  the  proceeding  in 
Docket  No.  G-5259,  for  both  hearing  and 
determination,  and  make  no  final  deter¬ 
mination  in  the  proceedings  in  Docket 
No.  G-5259  prior  to  a  final  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  issues  presented  by  the  com¬ 
plaint  and  involved  in  the  Commission’s 
investigation ;  and 

4.  Grant  to  Complainants  such  other, 
further,  reasonable  and  equitable  relief 
as  may  be  warranted. 

On  the  t&sis  of  data  available  to  the 
Commission,  it  appears  that  the  rates, 
charges,  and  classifications  for  or  in 
connection  with  the  sale  or  transporta¬ 
tion  of.  natural  gas  by  the  Respondent 
herein,  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 


1The  other  Complainants  are:  Knoxville 
Utilities  Board;  Cities  of  Athens,  Clarksville, 
Fayetteville,  Gallatin  and  Springfield,  Ten¬ 
nessee;  Chattanooga  Gas  Company;  Cleve¬ 
land  Natural  Gas  Company;  Tennessee  Gas 
Company;  and  Tullahoma  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  All  of  these  named  Complainants, 
except  Tennessee  Public  Service  Commission 
and  Knoxville  UtUities  Board,  purchase  gas 
directly  or  indirectly  from  TGT  for  resale  for 
public  consumption. 

*In  addition  to  Alfred  C.  Glassell,  Jr.,  the 
following  Defendants  were  named  in  the 
complaint:  H.  B.  Langford;  City  National 
Bank  of  Houston,  Texas,  Trustee  For,  and 
Alfred  C.  Glassell,  Jr.,  Co-Trustee  For  Al¬ 
fred  Glassell  Comegys  Trust,  William  Mc- 
Lloyd  Comegys  III  Trust,  Anne  Bernard 
Crichton  Trust,  Kate  Curry  Crichton  Trust, 
Janie  Curry  Lee  Trust,  Joanna  Lee  Trust, 
Alfred  McIntyre  Stringfellow  Trust,  and 
Charles  Stringfellow  III  Trust. 
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Commission,  and  the  rules,  regulations, 
practices,  and  contracts  relating  thereto 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  or  preferential 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  that  an  investigation  be  insti¬ 
tuted  by  the  Commission,  upon  its  own 
motion,  into  and  concerning  all  rates, 
charges  or  classifications  demanded, 
observed,  charged  or  collected  by  the  Re¬ 
spondent  in  connection  with  any  trans¬ 
portation  or  sale  of  natural  gas,  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission, 
and  any  rules,  regulations,  practices  or 
contracts  affecting  such  rates,  charges 
or  classifications. 

(2)  No  good  cause  has  been  shown  for 
the  Commission  to  grant  Complainants’ 
prayer  for  consolidation  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing  with  the  proceeding  designated 
Docket  No.  G-5259,  which  is  a  rate  in¬ 
crease  proceeding  of  TGT,  nor  to  delay 
final  determination  in  such  docket  pend¬ 
ing  conclusion  of  the  investigation  in  this 
proceeding. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  An  investigation  of  Respondent, 
Alfred  C.  Glassell,  Jr.,  be  and  it  hereby 
is  instituted  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  Commission  to  determine 
whether,  with  respect  to  any  transporta¬ 
tion  or  sale  of  natural  gas,  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  made 
or  proposed  to  be  made  by  Respondent, 
any  of  the  rates,  charges  or  classifica¬ 
tions  demanded,  observed,  charged,  or 
collected,  or  any  rules,  regulations,  prac¬ 
tices  or  contracts  affecting  such  rates,* 
charges  or  classifications  are  unjust,  un¬ 
reasonable,  unduly  discriminatory  or 
preferential. 

(B)  If  the  Commission,  after  a  hear¬ 
ing  has  been  had,  shall  find  with  respect 
to  Respondent  that  any  of  its  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  practices,  or  contracts  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  are 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimi¬ 
natory,  or  preferential,  the  Commission 
will  thereupon  determine  and  fix  by  or¬ 
der  or  orders  just  and  reasonable  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  practices  or  contracts  to  be  there¬ 
after  observed  and  in  force. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  par¬ 
ticularly  sections  5, 14, 15  and  16  thereof, 
and  the  Commisison's  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  further  order 
of  the  Commission  concerning  the  mat¬ 
ters  specified  in  paragraphs  (A)  and  (B) 
above. 

(D)  The  prayer  for  consolidation  of 
this  proceeding  with  the  proceeding  des¬ 
ignated  Docket  No.  G-5259,  as  set  forth 
in  the  complaint  filed  herein  by  Tennes¬ 
see  Public  Service  Commission  et  al.,  be, 
and  it  hereby  is,  denied. 

(E)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided 'by  sections  1.8 
and  1.37  (f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 


practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and 
1.37  (f)). 

Adopted:  January  26, 1956. 

Issued:  January  27, 1956. 

By  the  Commission.1 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-933;  Filed,  Feb.  6,  1956; 
8:46  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-9279] 

Stanolind  Oil  and  Gas  Co.  and 
Continental  Oil  Co. 

ORDER  INSTITUTING  INVESTIGATIONS 

Stanolind  Oil  and  Gas  Company  and 
Continental  Oil  Company  (Respond¬ 
ents),  are  independent  producers  of 
natural  gas  and  are  “natural-gas  com¬ 
panies”  within  the  meaning  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act,  being  engaged  in  the  sale 
and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in  interstate 
commerce  for  resale  for  ultimate  public 
consumption. 

On  November  1,  1954,  Stanolind  Oil 
and  Gas  Company  (Stanolind)  filed  an 
application  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  section  7  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act.  This  application  was  desig¬ 
nated  Docket  No.  G-4623.  No  hearing 
has  been  held  or  final  order  issued  in 
such  docket  to  date. 

On  November  30,  1954  Continental  Oil 
Company  (Continental)  filed  with  the 
Commission  an  application  for  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  7 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  This  applica¬ 
tion  was  designated  Docket  No.  G-6588. 
No  hearing  has  been  held  or  final  order 
issued  in  such  docket  to  date. 

On  November  1  and  December  13, 
1954,  Stanolind  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  a  contract  and  supplements  thereto 
providing  for  the  sale  and  delivery  of 
natural  gas  to  Tennessee  Gas  Trans-' 
mission  Company  (TGT)  from  the 
Carthage  Field,  Texas,  which  were 
designated  by  the  Commission  as  Stano¬ 
lind  Oil  and  Gas  Company  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  72  and  Supplements 
Nos.  1  through  5  thereto.  The  rate  on 
June  7,  1954,  for  the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT 
under  the  aforesaid  rate  schedule  was 
7.027  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia. 

By  Supplement  No.  6  to  Stanolind’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  72,  filed  with 
the  Commission  on  November  1,  1954, 
the  rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  by  Stanolind 
to  TGT  was  increased  from  7.027  cents 
per  Mcf  to  7.200  cents  per  Mcf.  This  rate 
increase  was  to  offset  the  increase  in 
the  production  tax  made  effective  by  the 
State  of  Texas  on  September  1,  1954. 

Supplement  No.  7  and  Supplement  No. 
1  to  Supplement  No.  7  to  Stanolind’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  72  were 
filed  with  the  Commission  on  November 
26,  1954,  and  proposed  to  be  made  ef¬ 
fective  on  December  1,  1954.  Through 
the  filing  of  these  supplements  Stanolind 


1  Commissioner'  Digby  concurring  In  part 
and  dissenting  in  part. 


proposed  to  increase  its  rate  for  the  sale 
of'  gas  to  TGT  from  7.200  cents  per  Mcf 
to  12.802  cents  per  Mcf,  which  would  re¬ 
sult  in  a  total  increase  in  cost  to  TGT 
of  approximately  $316,000  per  year.  The 
said  supplements  were  allowed  to  become 
effective  without  suspension  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  December  27,  1954.  On  July 
5,  1955,  Stanolind  filed  Supplement  No. 

2  to  Supplement  No.  7  to  its  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  72  to  correct  the  rate 
from  12.802  cents  to  12.808  cents  per 
Mcf. 

On  November  30, 1954,  Continental  Oil 
Company  filed  with  the  Commission  a 
contract  and  supplements  thereto  pro¬ 
viding  for  the  sale  and  delivery  of  natural 
gas  to  TGT  from  the  Carthage  Field, 
Texas.  These  documents  were  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission  as  Continental 
Oil  Company  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  3  and  Supplement  Nos.  1  through  3 
thereto.  •  The  rate  on  June  7, 1954,  for  the 
sale  of  gas  to  TGT  under  the  aforesaid 
schedule,  was  7.027  cents  per  Mcf  at 
14.65  psia. 

By  Supplement  No.  4  and  Supplement 
No.  1  to  Supplement  No.  4  to  Continen¬ 
tal’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  3,  filed 
.with  the  Commission  by  Continental  on 
November  30,  1954,  and  proposed  to  be 
made  effective  on  December  1,  1954,  it 
was  proposed  to  increase  the  rate  for  the 
sale  of  gas  to  TGT  to  12.802  cents  per 
Mcf,  which  would  result  in  a  total  in¬ 
crease  in  cost  to  TGT  of  approximately 
$225,000  per  year  under  said  supple¬ 
ments.  The  aforesaid  supplements  were 
allowed  to  become  effective  without  sus¬ 
pension  by  the  Commission  on  December 
31, 1954. 

Thereafter,  on  August  31,  1955,  Ten¬ 
nessee  Public  Service  Commission  et  al.1 
filed  with  the  Commission  a  complaint 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  particularly  under  sections  5  («.) 
and  13  thereof,  designated  Docket  No. 
G-9279,  wherein  it  was  stated,  inter  alia, 
that  on  the  basis  of  the  facts  recited  in 
the  said  complaint  the  rates  and  charges 
demanded,  observed,  charged  and  col¬ 
lected  by  the  Defendants,®  in  connection 
with  the  sale  of  natural  gas  to  TGT  un¬ 
der  and  pursuant  to  the  currently  effec¬ 
tive  said  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedules  of 
Stanolind  and  Continental,  are  unjust, 
unreasonable  and  otherwise  unlawful, 
and  are  not  the  lowest  reasonable  rates, 
as  required  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

In  their  prayer  -for  relief  the  said 
Complainants  ask  this  Commission  to: 

1.  Require  Defendants  to  answer  the 
allegations  of  the  complaint  in  writing 


1  The  other  Complainants  are :  Knoxville 
Utilities  Board;  Cities  of  Athens,  Clarksville, 
Fayetteville,  Gallatin  and  Springfield,  Ten¬ 
nessee;  Chattanooga  Gas  Company;  Cleve¬ 
land  Natural  Gas  Company;  Tennessee  Gas 
Company;  and  Tullahoma  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  All  of  these  named  Complain¬ 
ants,  except  Tennessee  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission  and  Knoxville  Utilities  Board,  pur¬ 
chase  gas  directly  or  indirectly  from  TGT  for 
resale  for  public  consumption. 

a  In  addition  to  Stanolind  and  Continental 
the  following  Defendants  were  named  in  the 
complaint:  Robert  K.  Crain,  Delta  Drilling 
Company,  The  Hunter  Company,  Inc.,  Rogers 
Lacy,  Inc.,  Warren  Petroleum  Corporation 
and  N.  H.  Wheless  Oil  Company. 
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and  under  oath  within  such  time  as  may 
be  specified  by  the  Commission; 

2.  Promptly  institute  such  investiga¬ 
tions  and  hold  such  hearings  as  may  be 
necessary  to  determine  all  facts,  circum¬ 
stances  and  matter  required  for  a  final 
determination  as  to  what  are  just  and 
reasonable  rates  to  be  paid  Defendants 
by  TGT,  and,  after  hearings,  fix  by  order 
the  just  and  reasonable  rates  of  Defend¬ 
ants  to  be  thereafter  observed  and  in 
force  with  respect  to  sales  of  natural 
gas  by  Defendants  to  TGT; 

3.  Consolidate  the  complaint  and  any 
proceedings  instituted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  motion  with  the  proceeding 
in  Docket  No.  G-5259,  for  both  hearing 
and  determination,  and  make  no  final 
determination  in  the  proceedings  in 
Docket  No.  G-5259  prior  to  a  final  de¬ 
termination  of  the  issues  presented  by 
the  complaint  and  involved  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  investigations;  and 

4.  Grant  to  Complainants  such  other, 
further,  reasonable  and  equitable  relief 
as  may  be  warranted. 

In  addition  to  the  sales  of  natural  gas 
hereinbefore  specifically  referred  to,  it 
appears  from  the  Commission’s  files  that 
the  said  respondents  also  engage  in  other 
sales  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce.  It  further  appears  that,  upon  the 
basis  of  data  available  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  the  rates,  charges,  and  classifica¬ 
tions  for  or  in  connection  with  the  sale  or 
transportation  of  natural  gas  by  the  Re¬ 
spondents  herein,  subject  to  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission,  and  the  rules, 
regulations,  practices,  and  contracts  re¬ 
lating  thereto  may  be  unjust,  unreason¬ 
able,  unduly  discriminatory,  or 
preferential. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  that  investigations  be  instituted 
by  the  Commission,  upon  its  own  motion, 
into  and  concerning  all  rates,  charges 
or  classifications  demanded,  observed, 
charged  or  collected  by  the  said  Re¬ 
spondents  in  connection  with  any  trans¬ 
portation  or  sale  of  natural  gas,  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission, 
and  any  rules,  regulations,  practices  or 
contracts  affecting  such  rates,  charges 
or  classifications. 

(2)  No  good  cause  has  been  shown 
for  the  Commission  to  grant  Complain¬ 
ants’  prayer  for  consolidation  of  this 
proceeding  with  the  proceeding  desig¬ 
nated  Docket  No.  G-5259,  which  is  a  rate 
increase  proceeding  of  TGT,  nor  to  de¬ 
lay  final  determination  in  such  docket 
pending  conclusion  of  the  investigations 
ih  this  proceeding. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  An  investigation  of  Respondent, 
Stanolind  Oil  and  Gas  Company,  and 
an  investigation  of  Respondent,  Conti¬ 
nental  Oil  Company,  be  and  they  hereby 
are  instituted  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  Commission  to  determine 
whether,  with  respect  to  any  transporta¬ 
tion  or  sale  of  natural  gas,  subject  to 
tiie  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  made 
or  proposed  to  be  made  by  such  Respond¬ 
ents,  any  of  the  rates,  charges  or  clas¬ 
sifications  demanded,  observed,  charged. 


or  collected,  or  any  rules,  regulations, 
practices  or  contracts  affecting  such 
rates,  charges  or  classifications  are  un¬ 
just,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimina¬ 
tory  or  preferential. 

(B)  If  the  Commission,  after  a  hear¬ 
ing  has  been  had,  shall  find  with  respect 
to  the  Respondents  named  in  paragraph 
(A)  above  that  any  of  their  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  rules,  regulations, 
practices,  or  contracts  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  are  un¬ 
just,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimina¬ 
tory,  or  preferential,  the  Commission 
will  thereupon  determine  and  fix  by 
order  or  orders  just  and  reasonable  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  practices  or  contracts  to  be  there¬ 
after  observed  and  in  force. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  particu¬ 
larly  sections  5,  14,  15  and*  16  thereof, 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  further  order 
of  the  Commission  concerning  the  mat¬ 
ters  specified  in  paragraphs  (A)  and  (B) 
above. 

(D)  The  prayer  for  consolidation  of 
this  proceeding  with  the  proceeding 
designated  Docket  No.  G-5259,  as  set 
forth  in  the  complaint  filed  herein  by 
Tennessee  Public  Service  Commission 
et  al.,  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  denied. 

(E)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  sections  1.8 
and  1.37  (f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and 
1.37  (f)). 

Adopted:  January  26, 1956. 

Issued:  January  26, 1956. 

By  the  Commission.1 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-934;  Piled,  Feb.  6,  1956; 

8:46  a.  m.  J 
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[Docket  No.  G-9281] 

Western  Natural  Gas  Co. 

ORDER  INSTITUTING  INVESTIGATION 

Western  Natural  Gas  Company  (Re¬ 
spondent),  is  an  independent  producer 
of  natural  gas  and  is  a  “natural-gas  com¬ 
pany”  within  the  meaning  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act,  being  engaged  in  the  sale 
and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in  interstate 
commerce  for  resale  for  ultimate  public 
consumption. 

On  October  22,  1954,  Respondent  filed 
an  application  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  section  7  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act.  This  application  was  desig¬ 
nated  Docket  No.  G-4549.  No  hearing 
has  been  held  or  final  order  issued  in 
such  docket  to  date. 

On  October  22,  1954,  Respondent  filed 
with  the  Commission  a  contract  and  sup¬ 
plements  thereto  providing  for  the  sale 
and  delivery  of  natural  gas  to  Tennessee 


1  Commissioner  Digby  concurring  in  part 
and  dissenting  in  part. 


Gas  Transmission  Company  (TGT)  from 
the  San  Salvador  Field,  Texas,  which 
were  designated  by  the  Commission  as 
Western  Natural  Gas  Company  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  1  and  Supplements 
Nos.  1  through  6  thereto.  The  rate  on 
June  7,  1954  for  the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT 
under  the  aforesaid  rate  schedule  was 
6.090  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia. 

By  Supplement  No.  7  to  Respondent's 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1,  also  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  October  22, 1954, 
the  rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  by  Respondent 
to  TGT  was  increased  from  6.090  cents 
per  Mcf  to  6.289  cents  per  Mcf.  This 
rate  increase  was  to  offset  the  increase 
in  the  production  tax  made  effective  by 
the  State  of  Texas  on  September  1,  1954. 

On  October  22,  1954,  Respondent  filed 
with  the  Commission  a  renegotiated  con¬ 
tract,  which  superseded  its  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  1  as  supplemented 
and  which  was  designated  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  as  Respondent’s  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  2.  Supplement  No.  1  and 
Supplement  No.  1  to  Supplement  No.  1 
to  such  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  2 
were  filed  on  November  22,  1954. 

Through  the  filing  of  these  documents 
Respondent  proposed  to  increase  its  rate 
for  the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT  to.  11.903 
cents  per  Mcf,  which  would  result  in  a 
total  increase  in  cost  to  TGT  of  approxi-  _ 
mately  $455,000  per  year  under  the  re¬ 
negotiated  contract  as  supplemented. 
The  said  rate  schedule  and  supplements 
were  allowed  to  become  effective  without 
suspension  by  the  Commission  on  No¬ 
vember  22  and  December  23,  1954, 
respectively. 

Thereafter,  on  August  31,  1955,  Ten¬ 
nessee  Public  Service  Commission  et  al.1 
filed  with  the  Commission  a  complaint 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  particularly  under  sections  5  (a) 
and  13  thereof,  designated  Docket  No. 
G-9281,  wherein  it  was  stated,  inter  alia, 
that  on  the  basis  of  the  facts  recited  in 
the  said  complaint  the  rates  and  charges 
demanded,  observed,  charged  and  col¬ 
lected  by  the  Western  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  (Defendant)  in  connection  with 
the  sale  of  natural  gas  to  TGT  under  and 
pursuant  to  the  currently  effective  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  2  of  Respondent, 
are  unjust,  unreasonable  and  otherwise 
unlawful,  and  are  not  the  lowest  reason¬ 
able  rates  as  required  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act. 

In  their  prayer  for  relief  the  said  Com¬ 
plainants  ask  this  Commission  to : 

1.  Require  Defendant  to  answer  the  al¬ 
legations  of  the  complaint  in  writing  and 
under  oath  within  such  time  as  may  be 
specified  by  the  Commission ; 

2.  Promptly  institute  such  investiga¬ 
tion  and  hold  such  hearings  as  may  be 
necessary  to  determine  all  facts,  circum¬ 
stances  and  matters  required  for  a  final 
determination  as  to  what  are  just  and 


1  The  other  Complainants  are :  Knoxville 
Utilities  Boards;  Cities  of  Athens,  Clarksville, 
Fayetteville,  Gallatin  and  Springfield,  Ten¬ 
nessee;  Chattanooga  Gas  Company;  Cleve¬ 
land  Natural  Gas  Company;  Tennessee  Gas 
Company;  and  Tullahoma  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  All  of  these  named  Complain - 
ants,  except  Tennessee  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission  and  Knoxville  Utilities  Board,  pur¬ 
chase  gas  directly  or  indirectly  from  TGT 
for  resale  for  public  consumption. 
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reasonable  rates  to  be  paid  Defendant  by 
TGT,  and,  after  hearings,  fix  by  order 
the  just  and  reasonable  rates  of  De¬ 
fendant  to  be  thereafter  observed  and  in 
force  with  respect  to  sale  of  natural  gas 
by  Defendant  to  TGT; 

3.  Consolidate  the  complaint  and  any 
proceedings  instituted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  motion  with  the  proceeding  in 
Docket  No.  G-5259,  for  both  hearing  and 
determination,  and  make  no  final  deter¬ 
mination  in  the  proceedings  in  Docket 
No.  G-5259  prior  to  a  final  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  issues  presented  by  the  com¬ 
plaint  and  involved  in  the  Commission’s 
investigation;  and 

4.  Grant  to  Complainants  such  other, 
further,  reasonable  and  equitable  relief 
as  may  be  warranted. 

On  the  basis  of  data  available  to  the 
Commission,  it  appears  that  the  rates, 
charges,  and  classifications  for  or  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  sale  or  transportation  of 
natural  gas  by  Respondent  herein,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  the  rules,  regulations,  practices, 
and  contracts  relating  thereto  may  be 
unjust,  unduly  discriminatory,  or 
preferential. 

The  Commission  finds; 

(1)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  th6  Natural  Gas 
Act  that  an  investigation  be  instituted 
by  the  Commission,  upon  its  own  motion, 
into  and  concerning  all  rates,  charges  or 
classifications  demanded,  observed, 
charged  or  collected  by  the  Respondent 
in  connection  with  any  transportation  or 
sale  of  natural  gas,  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Commission,  and  any  rules, 
regulations,  practices  or  contracts  affect¬ 
ing  such  rates,  charges  or  classifications. 

(2)  No  good  cause  has  been  shown  for 
the  Commission  to  grant  Complainants’ 
prayer  for  consolidation  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing  with  the  proceeding  designated 
Docket  No.  G-5259,  which  is  a  rate  in¬ 
crease  proceeding  of  TGT,  nor  to  delay 
final  determination  in  such  docket  pend¬ 
ing  conclusion  of  the  investigation  in 
this  proceeding. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  An  investigation  of  Respondent, 
Western  Natural  Gas  Company,  be  and  it 
hereby  is  instituted  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  the  Commission  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether,  with  respect  to  any  trans¬ 
portation  or  sale  of  natural  gas,  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission, 
made  or  proposed  to  be  made  by  Re¬ 
spondent,  any  of  the  rates,  charges  or 
classifications  demanded,  observed, 
charged,  or  collected,  or  any  rules,  regu¬ 
lations,  practices  or  contracts  affecting 
such  rates,  charges  or  classifications  are 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimin¬ 
atory  or  preferential. 

(B)  If  the  Commission,  after  a  hear¬ 
ing  has  been  had,  shall  find  with  respect 
to  the  Respondent  that  any  of  its  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  practices,  or  contracts  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  are 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimi¬ 
natory,  or  preferential,  the  Commission 
will  thereupon  determine  and  fix  by  or¬ 
der  or  orders  just  and  reasonable  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  rules,  regula¬ 


tions,  practices  or  contracts  to  be  there¬ 
after  observed  and  in  force. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  particu¬ 
larly  sections  5, 14, 15  and  16  thereof,  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  public  hearing  be  held  upon 
a  date  to  be  fixed  by  further  order  _of 
the  Commission  concerning  the  matters 
specified  in  paragraphs  (A)  and  (B), 
above. 

(D)  The  prayer  for  consolidation  of 
this  proceeding  with  the  proceeding 
designated  Docket  No.  G-5259,  as  set 
forth  in  the  complaints  filed  herein  by 
Tennessee  Public  Service  Commission 
et  al.,  be  and  it  hereby  is  denied. 

(E)  Intersted  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  sections  1.8 
and  1.37  (f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.37  (f)). 

Adopted:  January  26,  1956. 

Issued:  January  27,  1956. 

By  the  Commission.1 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-935;  Filed,  Feb.  6,  1956; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-9282] 

ALTEX  CORP. 

ORDER  INSTITUTING  INVESTIGATION 

The  Altex  Corporation  (Respondent), 
is  an  independent  producer  of  natural 
gas  and  is  a  “natural-gas  company” 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  being  engaged  in  the  sale  and  de¬ 
livery  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  for  resale  for  ultimate  public 
consumption. 

On  October  4«1954,  Respondent  filed 
an  application  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  section  7  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act.  This  application  was  desig¬ 
nated  Docket  No.  G-4102.  No  hearing 
has  been  held  or  final  order  issued  in 
such  docket  to  date. 

.On  October  4,  1954,  Respondent  filed 
with  the  Commission  a  contract  provid¬ 
ing  for  the  sale  and  delivery  of  natural 
gas  to  Tennessee  Gas  Transmission 
Company  (TGT)  from  the  East  Alice 
Area,  Jim  Wells  County,  Texas,  which 
was  designated  by  the  Commission  as 
The  Altex  Corporation  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  1.  The  rate  on  June  7, 
1954,  for  the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT  under 
the  aforesaid  rate  schedule  was  10.0 
cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia. 

By  Supplement  No.  1  to  Respondent’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1,  also  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  October  4,  1954, 
the  rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  by  Respond¬ 
ent  to  TGT  was  proposed  to  be  increased 
from  10.0  cents  per  Mcf  to  10.215  cents 
per  Mcf  with  respect  to  tax  reimburse¬ 
ment.  This  rate  increase  was  to  offset 


1  Commissioner  Dlgby  concurring  In  part 
and  dissenting  in  part. 


the  increase  in  the  production  tax  made 
effective  by  the  State  of  Texas  on  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1954. 

Supplement  No.  1  and  Supplements 
Nos.  1  and  2  to  Supplement  No.  1  to  Re¬ 
spondent’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No. 

1  were  filed  with  the  Commission  on  Oc¬ 
tober  4,  1954,  and  proposed  to  be  made 
effective  on  November  1,  1954,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  a  favored-nation  increase. 
Through  the  filing  of  these  supplements 
Respondent  proposed  to  increase  its  rate 
for  the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT  from  10.215 
cents  per  Mcf,  to  12.123  cents  per  Mcf,‘ 
which  would  result  in  a  total  increase  in 
cost  to  TGT  of  approximately  $106,000 
per  year  under  the  supplements.  The 
said  supplements  were  allowed  to  become 
effective  without  suspension  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  November  4, 1954. 

Thereafter,  on  August  31,  1955,  Tenn¬ 
essee  Public  Service  Commission  et  al.* 
filed  with  the  Commission  a  complaint 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  particularly  under  sections  5  (a)| 
and  13  thereof,  designated  Docket  No. 
G-9282,  wherein  it  was  stated,  inter  alia, 
that  on  the  basis  of  the  facts  recited  in 
the  said  complaint  the  rates  and  charges 
demanded,  observed,  charged  and  col¬ 
lected  by  the  Altex  Corporation  (De¬ 
fendant)  ,  in  connection  with  the  sale  of 
natural  gas  to  TGT  under  and  pursuant 
to  the  currently  effective  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  1  of  Respondent,  are  un¬ 
just,  unreasonable  and  otherwise  unlaw¬ 
ful,  and  are  not  the  lowest  reasonable 
rates,  as  required  by  the  Natural  Gas 
Act. 

In  their  prayer  for  relief  the  said  Com¬ 
plainants  ask  this  Commission  to: 

1.  Require  Defendant  to  answer  the 

allegations  of  ,the  complaint  in  writing 
and  under  oath  within  such  time  as  may 
be  specified  by  the  Commission;  ( 

2.  Promptly  institute  such  investiga¬ 
tion  and  hold  such  hearings  as  may  be 
necessary  to  determine  all  facts,  circum¬ 
stances  and  matters  required  for  a  final 
determination  as  to  what  are  just  and 
reasonable  rates  to  be  paid  Defendant  by 
TGT,  and,  after  hearings,  fix  by  order 
the  just  and  reasonable  rates  of  De¬ 
fendant  to  be  thereafter  observed  and  in 
force  with  respect  to  sales  of  natural  gas 
by  Defendant  to  TGT; 

3.  Consolidate  the  complaint  and  any 
proceedings  instituted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  motion  with  the  proceeding  in 
Docket  No.  G-5259,  for  both  hearing  and 
determination,  and  make  no  final  deter¬ 
mination  in  the  proceedings  in  Docket 
No.  G-5259  prior  to  a  final  determination 
of  the  issues  presented  by  the  complaint 
and  involved  in  the  Commission’s  inves¬ 
tigation;  and 

4.  Grant  to  Complainants  such  other, 
further,  reasonable  and  equitable  relief 
as  may  be  warranted. 


1  The  other  Complainants  are :  Knoxville 
Utilities  Board;  Cities  of  Athens,  Clarksville, 
Fayetteville,  Gallatin  and  Springfield, 
Tennessee;  Chattanooga  Gas  Company; 
Cleveland  Natural  Gas  Company;  Tennessee 
Gas  Company;  and  Tullahoma  Natural  Gas 
Company,  Inc.  All  of  these  named  Com¬ 
plainants,  except  Tennessee  Public  Service 
Commission  and  Knoxville  Utilities  Board, 
purchase  gas  directly  or  indirectly  from  TGT 
for  resale  for  public  consumption. 
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NOTICES 


On  the  basis  of  data  available  to  the 
Commissipn,  it  appears  that  the  rates, 
charges,  and  classifications  for  or  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  sale  or  transportation 
of  natural  gtis  by  the  Respondent  herein, 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  the  rules,  regulations,  prac¬ 
tices,  and  contracts  relating  thereto  may 
be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  or  preferential. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  that  an  investigation  be  insti¬ 
tuted  by  the  Commission,  upon  its  own 
motion,  into  and  concerning  all  rates, 
charges  or  classifications  demanded,  ob¬ 
served,  charged  or  collected  by  the  Re¬ 
spondent  in  connection  with  any  trans¬ 
portation  or  sale  of  natural  gas,  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission, 
and  any  rules,  regulations,  practices  or 
contracts  affecting  such  rates,  charges  or 
classifications. 

(2)  No  good  cause  has  been  shown 
for  the  Commission  to  grant  Complain¬ 
ants’  prayer  for  consolidation  of  this 
proceeding  tfith  the  proceeding  desig¬ 
nated  Docket  No.  G-5259,  which  is  a 
rate  increase  proceeding  of  TGT,  nor  to 
delay  final  determination  in  such  docket 
pending  conclusion  of  the  investigation 
in  this  proceeding. 

^ -The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  An  investigation  of  Respondent, 
The  Altex  Corporation,  be  and  it  hereby 
is  instituted  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  the  purpose  of  en¬ 
abling  the  Commission  to  determine 
whether,  with  respect  to  any  transpor¬ 
tation  or  sale  of  natural  gas,  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission, 
made  or  proposed  to  be  made  by  Re¬ 
spondent,  any  of  the  rates,  charges  or 
classifications  demanded,  observed, 
charged,  or  collected,  or  any  rules,  regu¬ 
lations,  practices  or  contracts  affecting 
such  rates,  charges  or  classifications  are 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimi¬ 
natory  or  preferential. 

(B)  If  the  Commission,  after  a  hear¬ 
ing  has  been  had,  shall  find  with  respect 
to  the  Respondent  that  any  of  its  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  practices,  or  contracts  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  are 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimina¬ 
tory,  or  preferential,  the  Commission  will 
thereupon  determine  and  fix  by  order  or 
orders  just  and  reasonable  rates,  charges, 
classifications,  rules,  regulations,  prac¬ 
tices  or  contracts  to  be  thereafter  ob¬ 
served  and  in  force. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  par¬ 
ticularly  sections  5,  14,  15  and  16 
thereof,  and  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure,  a  public  hearing 
be  held  upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  further 
order  of  the  Commission  concerning  the 
matters  specified  in  paragraphs  (A)  and 
(B)  above.  ' 

(D)  The  prayer  for  consolidation  of 
this  proceeding  with  the  proceeding 
designated  Docket  No.  G-5259,  as  set 
forth  in  the  complaint  filed  herein  by 


Tennessee  Public  Service  Commission 
et  al.,  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  denied. 

(E)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  sections  1.8 
and  1.37  (f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and 
1.37  (f)). 

Adopted:  January  26, 1956. 

Issued:  January 27, 1956. 

By  the  Commission.1 

[seal!  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary.  ’ 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-936;  Piled,  Feb.  6,  1956; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  G-9283,  G-9284] 

Atlantic  Refining  Co.  and  Tide  Water 
Associated  Oil  Co. 

ORDER  INSTITUTING  INVESTIGATIONS 

The  Atlantic  Refining  Company  and 
Tide  Water  Associated  Oil  Company 
(Respondents)  are  independent  pro¬ 
ducers  of  natural  gas  and  are  “natural 
gas  companies’’  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  being  engaged  in 
the  sale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in 
interstate  commerce  for  resale  for  ulti¬ 
mate  public  consumption. 

On  October  1,  1954  (supplemented  on 
November  5,  1954,  and  March  11,  1955), 
The  Atlantic  Refining  Company  (At¬ 
lantic)  filed  an  application  for  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  7 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  This  applica¬ 
tion  was  designated  Docket  No.  G-3894. 
A  certificate  was  granted  by  order  issued 
July  5, 1955  and  acceptance  filed  July  18, 
1955. 

On  September  30,  1954,  Tide  Water 
Associated  Oil  Company,  (Tide  Water) 
filed  an  application  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  *of  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act.  This  application  was 
designated  Docket  No.  G-3736.  A  cer¬ 
tificate  was  granted  by  order  issued 
August  29, 1955,  and  accepted  September 
26,  1955. 

On  October  1,  1954,  Atlantic  filed  with 
the  Commission  a  contract  and  supple¬ 
ments  thereto  providing  for  the  sale  and 
delivery  of  natural  gas  to  Tennessee  Gas 
Transmission  Company  (TGT)  from  the 
Mustang  Island  Field,  Texas,  which  were 
designated  by  the  Commission  as  The 
Atlantic  Refining  Company  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  5  and  Supplements 
Nos.  1  and  2  thereto.  The  rate  on  June 
7,  1954,  for  the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT  under 
the  aforesaid  rate  schedule  was  10.0  cents 
per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia. 

By  Supplement  No.  3  to  the  aforesaid 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  5,  also  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  October  1,  1954, 
the  rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  by  Atlantic 
to  TGT  was  increased  from  10.0  cents 
per  Mcf  to  10.246  cents  per  Mcf.  This 
rate  increase  was  to  offset  the  increase 
in  the  production  tax  made  effective  by 
the  State  of  Texas  on  September  1,  1954. 


*  Commissioner  Digby  concurring  in  part 
and  dissenting  in  part. 


Supplement  No.  4  to  the  said  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  5  was  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  October  1, 1954,  and  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  made  effective  on  November 
1,  1954.  Through  the  filing  of  this  sup¬ 
plement  Atlantic  proposed  to  increase 
its  rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT  from 
10.246  cents  per  Mcf  to  12.123  cents  per 
Mcf,  which  would  result  in  a  total  in¬ 
crease  in  cost  to  TGT  of  approximately 
$219,000  per  year  under  the  supplement. 
The  said  supplement  was  allowed  to  be¬ 
come  effective  as  proposed  and  without 
suspension  by  the  Commission  on  No¬ 
vember  1,  1954. 

On  August  30,  1954,  Tide  Water  filed 
with  the  Commission  a  contract  and 
supplements  thereto  providing  for  the 
sale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  to  TGT  " 
from  the% Mustang  Island  Field,  Texas. 
These  documents  were  designated  by 
the  Commission  as  Tide  Water  Asso¬ 
ciated  Oil  Company  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  9  and  Supplements  Nos.  1 
through  4  thereto.  The  rate  on  June  7, 
1954,  for  the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT  under 
the  aforesaid  schedule,  was  10.0  cents 
per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia. 

By  Supplement  No.  5  to  the  aforesaid 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  9,  also  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  August  30,  1954, 
the  rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT  was 
increased  from  10.0  cents  per  Mcf  to 
10.246  cents  per  Mcf.  This  rate  increase 
was  to  offset  the  increase  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  tax  made  effective  by  the  State 
of  Texas  on  September  1,  1954. 

Bjr  Supplement  No.  6  and  Supplement 
,  No.  1  to  Supplement  No.  6  to  the  afore¬ 
said  FPC  Rate  Schedule  No.  9,  filed  with 
the  Commission  by  Tide  Water  on 
October  1, 1954,  and  proposed  to  be  made 
effective  on  November  1,  1954,  the  rate 
for  the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT  was  increased 
from  10.246  cents  per  Mcf  to  12.123 
cents  per  Mcf,  which  would  result  in  a 
total  increase  in  cost  to  TGT  of  approx¬ 
imately  $37,000  per  year  under  the  sup¬ 
plements.  The  aforesaid  supplements 
were  allowed  to  become  effective  as  pro¬ 
posed  and  without  suspension  by  the 
Commission  on  November  1,  1954. 

On  October  1,  1954,  Atlantic  filed  with 
the  Commission  a  contract  and  supple¬ 
ments  thereto  providing  for  the  sale  and 
delivery  of  natural  gas  to  TGT  from  the 
North  Minnie  Bock  Field,  Texas,  which 
were  designated  by  the  Commission  as 
The  Atlantic  Refining  Company  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  6  and  Supple¬ 
ments  Nos.  1  through  3  thereto.  The 
rate  on  June  7,  1954  for  the  sale  of  gas 
to  TGT  under  the  said  rate  schedule  was 
9.781  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia. 

By  Supplement  No.  4  to  the  aforesaid 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  6,  also  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  October  1,  1954, 
the  rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  by  Atlantic 
to  TGT  was  increased  from  9.781  to 
10.021  cents  per  Mcf.  This  rate  increase 
was  to  offset  the  increase  in  the  produc¬ 
tion  tax  made  effective  by  the  State  of 
Texas  on  September  1,  1954. 

Supplement  No.  5  to  the  said  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  6  was  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  October  1,  1954  and  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  made  effective  November  1, 
1954.  Through  the  filing  of  this  supple¬ 
ment  Atlantic  proposed  to  increase  its 
rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT  from 
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10.021  cents  per  Mcf  to  11.903  cents  per 
Mcf,  which  would  result  in  a  total  in¬ 
crease  in  cost  to  TGT  of  approximately 
$106,000  per  year  under  the  supplement. 
The  said  supplement  was  allowed  to  be¬ 
come  effective  as  proposed  and  without 
suspension  by  the  Commission  on 
November  1,  1954. 

Thereafter,  on  August  31,  1955,  Ten¬ 
nessee  Public  Service  Commission,  et  al.1 
filed  with  the  Commission  complaints 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  particularly  under  sections  5  (a) 
and  13  thereof,  designated  Docket  Nos. 
G-9283  and  G-9284,  wherein  it  was 
stated,  inter  alia  that  on  the  basis  of 
the  facts  recited  in  the  said  complaints 
the  rates  and  charges  demanded,  ob¬ 
served,  charged  and  collected  by  Atlantic 
and  Tide  Water  (Defendants)  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  sale  of  natural  gas  to 
TGT  under  and  pursuant  to  the  currently 
effective  said  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedules, 
are  unjust,  unreasonable  and  otherwise 
unlawful  and  are  not  the  lowest  reason¬ 
able  rates,  as  required  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act. 

In  their  prayer  for  relief  the  said 
complainants  ask  this  Commission  to: 

1.  Require  Defendants  to  answer  the 
allegations  of  the  complaints  in  writing 
and  under  oath  within  such  time  as  may 
be  specified  by  the  Commission; 

2.  Promptly  institute 'such  investiga¬ 
tions  and  hold  such  hearings  as  may  be 
necessary  to  determine  all  facts,  circum¬ 
stances  and  matters  required  for  a  final 
determination  as  to  what  are  just  and 
reasonable  rates  to  be  paid  Defendants 
by  TGT,  and,  after  hearings,  fix  by  order 
the  just  and  reasonable  rates  of  De¬ 
fendants  to  be  thereafter  observed  and 
in  force  with  respect  to  sales  of  natural 
gas  by  Defendants  to  TGT; 

3.  Consolidate  the  complaints  and  any 
proceedings  instituted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  motion  with  the  proceeding 
in  Docket  No.  G-5259,  for  both  hearing 
and  determination,  and  make  no  final 
determination  in  the  proceedings  in 
Docket  No.  G-5259  prior  to  a  final  de¬ 
termination  of  the  issues  presented  by 
the  complaints  and  involved  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  investigation;  and  ^ 

4.  Grant  to  Complainants  such  other, 
further,  reasonable  and  equitable  relief 
as  may  be  warranted. 

In  addition  to  the  sales  of  natural  gas 
hereinbefore  specifically  referred  to,  it 
appears  from  the  Commission’s  files  that 
the  said  respondents  also  engage  in  other 
sales  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce.  It  further  appears  that,  upon  the 
basis  of  data  available  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  the  rates,  charges,  and  classifica¬ 
tions  for  or  in  connection  with  the  sale 
or  transportation  of  natural  gas  by  the 
Respondents  herein,  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Commission,  and  the  rules. 


*The  other  Complainants  are:  Knoxville 
Utilities  Board;  Cities  of  Athens,  Clarksville, 
Fayetteville,  Gallatin  and  Springfield,  Ten¬ 
nessee;  Chattanooga  Gas  Company;  Cleve¬ 
land  Natural  Gas  Company;  Tennessee  Gas 
Company;  and  Tullahoma  Natural  Gas 
Company,  Inc.  All  of  these  named  complain¬ 
ants,  except  Tennessee  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission  and  Knoxville  Utilities  Board, 
purchase  gas  directly  or  indirectly  from  TGT 
lor  resale  for  public  consumption. 


regulations,  practices,  and  contracts  re¬ 
lating  thereto  may  be  unjust,  unreason¬ 
able,  unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferen¬ 
tial. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  that  investigations  be  instituted 
by  the  Commission  upon  its  own  motion, 
into  and  concerning  all  rates,  charges  or 
classifications  demanded,  observed, 
charged  or  collected  by  the  said  Re¬ 
spondents  in  connection  with  any  trans¬ 
portation  or  sale  of  natural  gas,  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission, 
and  any  rules,  regulations,  practices  or 
contracts  affecting  such  rates,  charges  or 
classifications. 

(2)  No  good  cause  has  been  shown  for 
the  Commission  to  grant  Complainants’ 
prayer  for  consolidation  of  these  pro¬ 
ceedings  with  the  proceeding  designated 
Docket  No.  G-5259,  which  is  a  rate  in¬ 
crease  proceeding  of  TGT,  nor  to  delay 
final  determination  in  such  docket  pend¬ 
ing  conclusion  of  the  investigations  in 
these  proceedings. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  An  investigation  of  Respondent, 
The  Atlantic  Refining  Company,  and  an 
investigation  of  Respondent,  Tide  Water 
Associated  Oil  Company,  be  and  they 
hereby  are  instituted  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  enabling  the  Commission  to 
determine  whether,  with  respect  to  any 
transportation  or  sale  of  natural  gas, 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  made  or  proposed  to  be  made  by 
such  Respondents,  any  of  the  rates, 
charges  or  classifications  demanded,  ob¬ 
served,  charged,  or  collected,  or  any  rules, 
regulations,  practices  or  contracts  affect¬ 
ing  such  rates,  charges  or  classifications 
are  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory  or  preferential. 

(B)  If  the  Commission,  after  a  hearing 
has  been  had,  shall  find  with  respect  to 
the  Respondents  named  in  paragraph 
(A)  above  that  any  of  their  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  practices,  or  contracts  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  are 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimina¬ 
tory,  or  preferential,  the  Commission 
will  thereupon  determine  and  fix  by 
order  or  orders  just  and  reasonable 
rates,  charges,  classifications,  rules,  regu¬ 
lations,  practices  or  contracts  to  be 
thereafter  observed  and  in  force. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  particu¬ 
larly  sections  5,  14,  15  and  16  thereof, 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  further  order 
of  the  Commission  concerning  the  mat¬ 
ters  specified  in  paragraphs  (A)  and  (B) 
above. 

(D)  The  prayer  for  consolidation  of 
these  proceedings  with  the  proceeding 
designated  Docket  No.  G-5259,  as  set 
forth  in  the  complaints  filed  herein  by 
Tennessee  Public  Service  Commission 
et  al.,  be  and  it  hereby  is  denied. 

(E)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  sections  1.8 


and  1.37  (f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and 
1.37  (f)). 

Adopted:  January  26, 1956. 

Issued:  January  27, 1956. 

By  the  Commission.1 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuqua  y. 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-937;  Filed,  Feb.  8,  1956; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-9285] 

Ralph  E.  Fair  and  Ralph  E.  Fair,  Inc. 

ORDER  INSTITUTING  INVESTIGATIONS  f 

Ralph  E.  Fair  and  Ralph  E.  Fair,  Inc. 
(Respondents),  are  independent  pro¬ 
ducers  of  natural  gas  and  are  “natural- 
gas  companies”  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  being  engaged  in 
the  sale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in 
interstate  commerce  for  resale  for  ulti¬ 
mate  public  consumption. 

On  November  29,  1954,  Ralph  E.  Fair 
filed  an  application  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act.  This  application  was 
designated  Docket  No.  G-6559.  No 
hearing  has  been  held  or  final  order 
issued  in  such  docket  to  date. 

On  November  29,  1954,  Ralph  E.  Fair, 
Inc.,  filed  an  application  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act.  This  application 
was  designated  Docket  No.  G-6216.  A 
certificate  was  granted  by  order  issued 
December  23,  1955  and  accepted  on 
January  6,  1956. 

On  October  25, 1954,  Respondents  filed 
with  the  Commission  a  contract  and 
supplements  thereto  providing  for  the 
sale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  to  Ten¬ 
nessee  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(TGT)  from  the  Hagist  Ranch  Field  and 
other  areas  in  Duval  and  Jim  Wells 
Counties,  Texas,  which  were  designated 
by  the  Commission  as  Ralph  E.  Fair, 
Inc.,  et  al.,  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  3 
and  Supplements  Nos.  1  through  5 
thereto.  The  rate  on  June  7,  1954,  for 
the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT  under  the  afore¬ 
said  rate  schedule  was  10.0  cents  per 
Mcf  at  14.65  psia. 

By  Supplements  Nos.  6  and  7  to  the 
aforesaid  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No. 
3,  also  filed  with  the  Commission  on 
October  25,  1954,  the  rate  for  the  sale  of 
gas  by  Respondent  to  TGT  was  increased 
from  10.0  cents  per  Mcf  to  10.246  cents 
per  Mcf.  •  This  rate  increase  was  to  off¬ 
set  the  increase  in  the  production  tax 
made  effective  by  the  State  of  Texas  on 
September  1,  1954. 

Supplements  Nos.  8  and  9  to  the  said 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  3  were  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  October  25, 1954, 
and  proposed  to  be  made  effective  on 
November  1,  1954.  Through  the  filing 
of  these  supplements  Respondents  pro¬ 
posed  to  increase  their  rate  for  the  sale 
of  gas  to  TGT  from  10.246  cents  per  Mcf 


1  Commissioner  Digby  concurring  In  part 
and  dissenting  in  part. 
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to  12.123  cents  per  Mcf,  which  would  re-  Respondents  herein,  subject  to  the  juris-  (E)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
suit  in  a  total  increase  in  cost  to  TGT  diction  of  the  Commission,  and  the  rules,  participate  as  provided  by  sections  1.8 


of  approximately  $30,000  per  year.  The 
said  supplements  were  allowed  to  become 
effective  as  proposed  and  without  suspen¬ 
sion  by  the  Commission  on  November  1, 
1954. 

Thereafter,  on  August  31,  1955,  Ten¬ 
nessee  Public  Service  Commission  et  al.1 
filed  with  the  Commission  a  complaint 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  particularly  under  sections  5  (a)  and 
13  thereof,  deignated  Docket  No.  G-9285, 
wherein  it  was  stated,  inter  alia,  that  on 
the  basis  of  the  facts  recited  in  the  said 
complaint  the  rates  and  charges  de¬ 
manded,  observed,  charged  and  collected 
by  the  Defendants,*  in  connection  with 
the  sale  of  natural  gas  to  TGT  under 
and  pursuant  to  the  currently  effective 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  3  of  Ralph 
E.  Pair,  Inc.,  et  al.,  are  unjust,  unreason¬ 
able  and  otherwise  unlawful  and  are  not 
the  lowest  reasonable  rates,  as  required 
by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

In  their  prayer  for  relief  the  said  com¬ 
plainants  ask  this  Commission  to: 

1.  Require  Defendants  to  answer  the 
allegations  of  the  complaint  in  writing 
and  under  oath  within  such  time  as  may 
be  specified  by  the  Commission; 

2.  Promptly  institute  such  investiga¬ 
tions  and  hold  such  hearing  as  may  be 
necessary  to  determine  all  facts,  circum¬ 
stances  and  matters  required  for  a  final 
determination  as  to  what  are  just  and 
reasonable  rates  to  be  paid  Defendants 
by  TGT,  and,  after  hearings,  fix  by  order 
the  just  and  reasonable  rates  of  Defend¬ 
ants  to  be  thereafter  observed  and  in 
force  with  respect  to  sales  of  natural 
gas  by  Defendants  to  TGT; 

3.  Consolidate  the  complaint  and  any 
proceedings  instituted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  motion  with  the  proceeding  in 
Docket  No.  G-5259,  for  both  hearing  and 
determination,  and  make  no  final  deter¬ 
mination  in  the  proceedings  in  Docket 
No.  G-5259  prior  to  a  final  determination 
of  the  issues  presented  by  the  complaint 
and  involved  in  the  Commission’s  inves¬ 
tigation;  and 

4.  Grant  to  Complainants  such  other, 
further,  reasonable  and  equitable  relief 
as  may  be  warranted. 

In  addition  to  the  sales  oT  natural  gas 
hereinbefore  specifically  referred  to,  it 
appears  from  the  Commission’s  files  that 
the  said  respondents  also  engage  in  other 
sales  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce.  It  further  appears  that,  upon  the 
basis  of  data  available  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  the  rates,  charges,  and  classifica¬ 
tions  for  or  in  connection  with  the  sale 
or  transportation  of  natural  gas  by  the 


*  The  other  Complainants  are :  Knoxville 
Utilities  Board;  Cities  of  Athens,  Clarksville, 
Fayetteville,  Gallatin  and  Springfield,  Ten¬ 
nessee;  Chattanooga  Gas  Company;  Cleve¬ 
land  Natural  Gas  Company;  Tennessee  Gas 
Company;  and  Tullahoma  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  All  of  these  named  Complain¬ 
ants,  except  Tennessee  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission  and  Knoxville  Utilities  Board,  pur¬ 
chase  gas  directly  or  indirectly  from  TGT  for 
resale  for  public  consumption. 

*In  addition  to  Ralph  E.  Fair  and  Ralph 
E.  Fair,  Inc.  the  following  Defendants  were 
named  in  the  complaint  filed  in  Docket  No. 
G-9285;  Woodward  &  Company  (a  co-part¬ 
nership)  and  L.  W.  Callender. 


regulations,  practices,  and  contracts  re¬ 
lating  thereto  may  be  unjust,  unrea¬ 
sonable,  unduly  discriminatory,  or 
preferential. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  that  investigations  be  instituted  by 
the  Commission,  upon  its  own  motion, 
into  and  concerning  all  rates,  chargesjor 
classifications  demanded,  observed, 
charged  or  collected  by  the  said  Re¬ 
spondents  in  connection  with  any  trans¬ 
portation  or  sale  of  natural  gas,  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission, 
and  any  rules,  regulations,  practices  or 
contracts  affecting  such  rates,  charges  or 
classifications. 

(2)  No  good  cause  has  been  shown 
for  the  Commission  to  grant  Complain¬ 
ants’  prayer  for  consolidation  of  this 
proceeding  with  the  proceeding  desig¬ 
nated  Docket  No.  G-5259,  which  is  a  rate 
increase  proceeding  of  TGT,  nor  to  de¬ 
lay  final  determination  in  such  docket 
pending  conclusion  of  the  investigations 
in  this  proceeding. 

The  Commission  orders; 

(A)  An  investigation  of  Respondent, 
Ralph  E.  Fair,  and  an  investigation  of 
Respondent,  Ralph  E.  Fair,  Inc.,  be  and 
they  hereby  are  instituted  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  the  Commission  to 
determine  whether,  with  respect  to  any 
transportation  or  sale  of  natural  gas, 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  made  or  proposed  to  be  made 
by  such  respondents,  any  of  the  rates, 
charges  or  classifications  demanded,  ob¬ 
served,  charged,  or  collected,  or  any 
rules,  regulations,  practices  or  contracts 
affecting  such  rates,  charges  or  classifi¬ 
cations  are  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory  or  preferential. 

(B)  If  the  Commission,  after  a  hear¬ 
ing  has  been  had,  shall  find  with  respect 
to  the  Respondents  named  in  paragraph 
(A)  above  that  any  of  their  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  practices,  or  contracts  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  are 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimi¬ 
natory,  or  preferential,  the  Commission 
will  thereupon  determine  and  fix  by  or¬ 
der  or  orders  just  and  reasonable  $ates, 
charges,  classifications,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  practices  or  contracts  to  be  there¬ 
after  observed  and  in  force. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  particu¬ 
larly  sections  5, 14, 15  and  16  thereof,  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  public  hearing  be  held  upon 
a  date  to  be  fixed  by  further  order  of 
the  Commission  concerning  the  matters 
specified  in  paragraphs  (A)  and  (B) 
above. 

(D)  The  prayer  for  consolidation  of 
these  proceedings  with  the  proceeding 
designated  Docket  No.  G-5259,  as  set 
forth  in  the  complaint  filed  herein  by 
Tennessee  Public  Service  Commission  et 
al.,  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  denied. 

V 


and  1.37  (f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  and  1.37 
<f)>. 

Adopted:  January  26, 1956. 

Issued:  January  27, 1956. 

By  the  Commission.1 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

*  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-938;  Filed,  Feb.  6,  1956; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-92861 
Gillring  Oil  Co. 

ORDER  INSTITUTING  INVESTIGATION 

Gillring  Oil  Company  (Respondent), 
is  an  independent  producer  of  natural 
gas  and  is  a  “natural-gas  company” 
“within  the  meaning  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  being  engaged  in  the  sale  and  de¬ 
livery  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  for  resale  for  ultimate  public  con¬ 
sumption. 

On  October  1,  1954,  Respondent  filed 
an  application  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  section  7  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act.  This  application  was  desig¬ 
nated  Docket  No.  G-3938.  No  hearing 
has  been  held  or  final  order  issued  in 
such  docket  to  date. 

On  October  1,  1954,  Respondent  filed 
with  the  Commission  a  contract  and 
supplements  thereto  providing  for  the 
sale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  to  Ten¬ 
nessee  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(TGT)  from  the  Agua  Dulce  Field, 
Texas,  which  were  designated  by  the 
Commission  as  Gillring  Oil  Company 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1  and  Sup¬ 
plements  Nos.  1  through  3  thereto.  The 
rate  on  June  7,  1954,  for  the  sale  of  gas 
to  TGT  under  the  said  rate  schedule 
was  9.781  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia. 

By  Supplement  No.  4  to  Respondent’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1  filed  with 
the  Commission  on  September  30,  1954, 
the  rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  by  Respond¬ 
ent  to  TGT  was  proposed  to  be  increased 
from  9.781  cents  per  Mcf  to  10.021  cents 
per  Mcf.  This  rate  increase  was  effectu¬ 
ated  to  offset  the  increase  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  tax  made  effective  by  the  State 
of  Texas  on  September  1,  1954. 

Supplement  No.  5  and  Supplement  No. 
1  to  Supplement  No.  5  to  Respondent’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1  were  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  September  30, 
1954,  and  proposed  to  be  made  effective 
on  November  1, 1954.  Through  the  filing 
of  these  supplements  Respondent  pro¬ 
posed  to  increase  its  rate  for  the  sale 
of  gas  to  TGT  from  10.021  cents  per 
Mcf  to  11.903  cents  per  Mcf,  which  would 
result  in  a  total  increase  in  cost  to  TGT 
of  approximately  $137,000  per  year.  The 
said  supplements  were  allowed  to  become 
effective  as  proposed  and  without  sus¬ 
pension  by  the  Commission  on  November 
1,  1954. 


1  Commissioner  Digby  concurring  in  part 
and  dissenting  in  part. 


Tuesday ,  February  7,  1956 
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Thereafter,  on  August  31,  1955,  Ten¬ 
nessee  Public  Service  Commission  et  al.1 
filed  with  the  Commission  a  complaint 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  particularly  under  sections  5  (a) 
and  13  thereof,  designated  Docket  No. 
G-9286,  wherein  it  was  stated,  inter  alia, 
that  on  the  basis  of  the  facts  recited  in 
the  said  complaint  the  rates  and  charges 
demanded,  observed,  charged  and  col¬ 
lected  by  Gillring  Oil  Company  (Defend¬ 
ant)  in  connection  with  the  sale  of 
natural  gas  to  TGT  under  and  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  currently  effective  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  1  of  Respondent,  are 
unjust,  unreasonable  and  otherwise  un¬ 
lawful,  and  are  not  the  lowest  reasonable 
rates,  as  required  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

In  their  prayer  for  relief  the  said  com¬ 
plainants  ask  this  Commission  to: 

1.  Require  Defendant  to  answer  the 
allegations  of  the  complaint  in  writing 
and  under  oath  within  such  time  as  may 
be  specified  by  the  Commission; 

2.  Promptly  institute  such  investiga¬ 
tion  and  hold  such  hearings  as  may  be 
necessary  to  determine  all  facts,  circum¬ 
stances  and  matters  required  for  a  final 
determination  as  to  what  are  just  and 
reasonable  rates  to  be  paid  Defendant 
by  TGT,  and,  after  hearings,  fix  by  order 
the  just  and  reasonable  rates  of  De¬ 
fendant  to  be  thereafter  observed  and  in 
force  with  respect  to  Eales  of  natural 
gas  by  Defendant  to  TGT; 

3.  Consolidate  the  complaint  and  any 
proceedings  instituted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  motion  with  the  proceeding  in 
Docket  No.  G-5259,  for  both  hearing  and 
determination,  and  make  no  final  de¬ 
termination  in  the  proceedings  in  Docket 
No.  G-5259  prior  to  a  final  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  issues  presented  by  the  com¬ 
plaint  and  involved  in  the  Commission’s 
investigation;  and 

4.  Grant  to  Complainants  such  other,, 
further,  reasonable  and  equitable  relief 
as  may  be  warranted. 

On  the  basis  of  data  available  to  the 
Commission,  it  appears  that  the  rates, 
charges,  and  classifications  for  or  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  sale  or  transportation  of 
natural  gas  by  the  Respondent  herein, 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  the  rules,  regulations,  prac¬ 
tices,  and  contracts  relating  thereto  may 
be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  or  preferential. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  that  an  investigation  be  insti¬ 
tuted  by  the  Commission,  upon  its  own 
motion,  into  and  concerning  all  rates, 
charges  or  classifications  demanded,  ob¬ 
served,  charged  or  collected  by  the  Re¬ 
spondent  in  connection  with  any  trans¬ 


1  The  other  Complainants  are :  Knoxville 
Utilities  Board:  Cities  of  Athens,  Clarksville, 
Fayetteville,  Gallatin  and  Springfield,  Ten¬ 
nessee;  Chattanooga  Gas  Company;  Cleve¬ 
land  Natural  Gas  Company;  Tennessee  Gas 
Company;  and  Tullahoma  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  All  of  these  named  complainants, 
except  Tennessee  Public  Service  Commission 
and  Knoxville  Utilities  Board,  purchase  gas 
directly  or  indirectly  from  TGT  for  resale 
for  public  consumption. 

No.  25 - 4 


portation  or  sale  of  natural  gas,  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission, 
and  any  rules,  regulations,  practices  or 
contracts  affecting  such  rates,  charges 
or  classifications. 

(2)  No  good  cause  has  been  shown  for 
the  Commission  to  grant  Complainant’s 
prayer  for  consolidation  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing  with  the  proceeding  designated 
Docket  No.  G-5259,  which  is  a  rate  in¬ 
crease  proceeding  of  TGT,  nor  to  delay 
final  determination  in  such  docket  pend¬ 
ing  conclusion  of  the  investigations  in 
this  proceeding. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  An  investigation  of  Respondent, 
Gillring  Oil  Company,  be  and  it  hereby 
is  instituted  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  Commission  to  determine 
whether,  with  respect  to  any  transporta¬ 
tion  or  sale  of  natural  gas,  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  made 
or  proposed  to  be  made  by  Respondent, 
any  of  the  rates,  charges  or  classifica¬ 
tions  demanded,  observed,  charged,  or 
collected,  or  any  rules,  regulations,  prac¬ 
tices  or  contracts  affecting  such  rates, 
charges  or  classifications  are  unjust,  un¬ 
reasonable,  unduly  discriminatory  or 
preferential. 

(B)  If  the  Commission,  after  a  hear¬ 
ing  has  been  had,  shall  find  with  respect 
to  Respondent  that  any  of  its  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  practices,  or  contracts  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  are 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimina¬ 
tory,  or  preferential,  the  Commission 
will  thereupon  determine  and  fix  by  or¬ 
der  or  orders  just  and  reasonable  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  practices  or  contracts  to  be  there¬ 
after  observed  and  in  force. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  particu¬ 
larly  sections  5,  14,  15,  and  16  thereof, 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  further  order 
of  the  Commission  concerning  the  mat¬ 
ters  specified  in  paragraphs  (A)  and  (B) 
above. 

(D)  The  prayer  for  consolidation  of 
this  proceeding  with  the  proceeding  des¬ 
ignated  Docket  No.  G-5259,  as  set  forth 
in  the  complaint  filed  herein  by  Tennes¬ 
see  Public  Service  Commission  et  al.,  be, 
and  it  hereby  is,  denied. 

(E)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  sections  1.8 
and  1.37  (f )  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and 
1.37  (f)). 

Adopted:  January  26,  1956. 

Issued:  January  27,  1956. 

By  the  Commission.1 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-939;  Filed,  Feb.  6,  1956; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


1  Commissioner  Digby  concurring  in  part 
and  dissenting  in  part. 


[Docket  Nos.  G-9287,  G-9288] 

Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Co. 

ORDER  INSTITUTING  INVESTIGATION 

Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Company  (Re¬ 
spondent)  ,  is  an  independent  producer  of 
natural  gas  and  is  a  “natural-gas  com¬ 
pany”  within  the  meaning  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  being  engaged  in  the  sale  and 
delivery  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  for  resale  for  ultimate  public 
consumption. 

On  September  24,  1954,  Respondent 
filed  applications  for  certificates  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  section  7  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (amended  May  12, 1955  and  July 
5,  1955).  These  applications  were  desig¬ 
nated  Docket  Nos.  G-3072  and  G-3078. 
Certificates  were  granted  by  order  issued 
December  16, 1954,  and  accepted  Decem¬ 
ber  28,  1954. 

On  September  10,  1954,  Respondent 
filed  with  the  Commission  a  contract  and 
supplements  thereto  providing  for  the 
sale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  to  Ten¬ 
nessee  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(TGT)  from  the  Hagist  Ranch  Field,  and 
other  fields  in  Texas,  which  were  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission  as  Humble  Oil 
&  Refining  #  Company  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  f{o.  11  and  Supplements  Nos.  1 
through  7  thereto.  The  rate  on  June  7, 
1954,  for  the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT  under  the 
aforesaid  rate  schedule  was  10.0  cents 
per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia. 

By  Supplement  No.  8  to  Respondent’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  11  also  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  September  10, 
1954,  the  rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  by  Re¬ 
spondent  to  TGT  was  increased  from  10.0 
cents  per  Mcf  to  10.246  cents  per  Mcf. 
This  rate  increase  was  to  offset  the  in-  > 
crease  in  the  production  tax  made  effec¬ 
tive  by  the  State  of  Texas  on  September 
1, 1954. 

Supplements  Nos.  9  and  10  to  Respond¬ 
ent’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  11  were 
filed  with  the  Commission  on  September 
29,  1954,  and  proposed  to  be  made  effec¬ 
tive  on  November  1,  1954.  Through  the 
filing  of  these  supplements  Respondent 
proposed  to  increase  its  rate  for  the  sale 
of  gas  to  TGT  from  10.246  cents  per  Mcf 
to  12.123  cents  per  Mcf,  which  would 
result  in  a  total  increase  in  cost  to  TGT 
of  approximately  $221,000  per  year  under 
the  supplements.  The  said  supplements 
were  allowed  to  become  effective  as  pro¬ 
posed  and  without  suspension  by  the 
Commission  on  November  1,  1954. 

On  September  10,  1954,  Respondent 
filed  with  the  Commission  a  contract 
and  supplement  thereto  providing  for 
the  sale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  to 
TGT  from  the  Mariposa  Field,  Texas. 
These  documents  were  designated  by  the 
Commission  as  Humble  Oil  &  Refining 
Company  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No. 
17  and  Supplement  No.  1  thereto.  The 
rate  on  June  7,  1954,  for  the  sale  of  gas 
to  TGT  under  the  aforesaid  schedule,  was 
10.0  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia. 

By  Supplement  No.  2  Respondent’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  17  filed  with 
the  Commission  on  September  10,  1954, 
the  rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT  was 
increased  from  10.0  cents  per  Mcf  to 
10.246  cents  per  Mcf.  This  rate  increase 
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was  to  offset  the  increase  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  tax  made  effective  by  the  State 
of  Texas  on  September  1,  1954. 

By  Supplements  Nos.  3  and  4  to  Re¬ 
spondent’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No. 
17,  filed  with  the  Commission  by  Re¬ 
spondent  on  September  29,  1954,  and 
proposed  to  be  made  effective  on  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1954,  the  rate-  for  the  sale  of  gas 
to  TGT  was  increased  from  10.246  cents 
per  Mcf  to  12.123  cents  per  Mcf,  which 
would  result  in  a  total  increase  in  cost  to 
TGT  of  approximately  $156,000  per  year. 
The  said  Supplements  Nos.  3  and  4  were 
^allowed  to  become  effective  as  proposed 
"and  without  suspension  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  November  1,  1954. 

Thereafter,  on  August  31,  1955  Ten¬ 
nessee  Public  Service  Commission  et  al.,1 
filed  with  the  Commission  complaints 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  particularly  under  sections  5  (a) 
and  13  thereof,  designated  Docket  Nos. 
G-9287  and  G-9288,  wherein  it  was 
stated,  inter  alia,  that  on  the  basis  of  the 
facts  recited  in  the  said  complaints  the 
rates  and  charges  demanded,  observed, 
changed  and  collected  by  the  Defendant. 
(Respondent  herein)  in  connection  with 
the  sale  of  natural  gas  to  TGT  under  and 
pursuant  to  the  currently  effective  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedules  Nos’ll  and  17  of 
Respondent,  are  unjust,  unreasonable, 
and  otherwise  unlawful,  and  are  not  the 
lowest  reasonable  rates,  as  required  by 
the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

In  their  prayer  for  relief  the  said 
Complainants  ask  this  Commission  to: 

1.  Require  Defendant  to  answer  the 
allegations  of  the 'complaints  in  writing 
and  under  oath  within  such  time  as  may 
be  specified  by  the  Commission; 

2.  Promptly  institute  such  investiga¬ 
tions  and  hold  such  hearings  as  may  be 
necessary  to  determine  all  facts,  circum¬ 
stances  and  matters  required  for  a  final 
determination  as  to  what  are  just  and 
reasonable  rates  to  be  paid  Defendant 
by  TGT,  and,  after  hearings,  fix  by  order 
the  just  and  reasonable  rates  of  De¬ 
fendant  to  be  thereafter  observed  and 
in  force  with  respect  to  sales  of  natural 
gas  by  Defendant  to  TGT; 

3.  Consolidate  the  complaints  and 
any  proceedings  instituted  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  motion  with  the  proceed¬ 
ing  in  Docket  No.  G-5259,  for  both 
hearing  and  determination,  and  make 
no  final  determination  in  the  proceed¬ 
ings  in  Docket  No.  G-5259  prior  to  a 
final  determination  of  the  issues  pre¬ 
sented  by  the  complaints  and  involved 
in  the  Commission’s  investigation;  and 

4.  Grant  to  Complainants  such  other, 
further,  reasonable  and  equitable  relief 
as  may  be  warranted. 

In  addition  to  the  sales  of  natural  gas 
hereinbefore  specifically  referred  to,  it 
appears  from  the  Commission’s  files 


1The  other  Complainants  are:  Knoxville 
Utilities  Board;  Cities  of  Athens,  Clarksville, 
Fayetteville,  Gallatin  and  Springfield,  Ten¬ 
nessee;  Chattanooga  Gas  Company;  Cleve¬ 
land  Natural  Gas  Company;  Tennessee  Gas 
Company;  and  Tullahoma  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  All  oflhese  named  Complainants, 
except  Tennessee  Public  Service  Commission 
and  Kngxville  Utilities  Board,  purchase  gas 
directly  or  indirectly  from  TGT  for  resale  for 
public  consumption. 


that  the  said  Respondents  also  engage 
in  other  sales  of  natural  gas  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce.  It  further  appears 
that,  upon  the  basis  of  data  available 
to  the  Commission,  the  rates,  charges, 
and  classifications  for  or  in  connection 
with  the  sale  or  transportation  of  natu¬ 
ral  gas  by  the  Respondent  herein, 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  the  rules,  regulations, 
practices,  and  contracts  relating  thereto 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  or  preferential. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
Public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  that  investigation  be  in¬ 
stituted  by  the  Commission,  upon  its 
own  motion,  into  and  concerning  all 
rates,  charges  or  classifications  de¬ 
manded,  observed,  charged  or  collected 
by  the  Respondent  in  connection  with 
any  transportation  or  sale  of  natural  gas, 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  any  rules,  regulations, 
practices  or  contracts  affecting  such 
dates,  charges  or  classifications. 

(2>-  No  good  cause  has  been  shown 
for  the  Commission  to  grant  Complain¬ 
ants’  prayer  for  consolidation  of  these 
proceedings  with  the  proceeding  desig¬ 
nated  Docket  No.  G-5259,  which  is  a 
rate  increase  proceeding  of  TGT,  nor  to 
delay  final  determination  in  such  docket 
pending  conclusion  of  the  investigation 
in  these  proceedings. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  An  investigation  of  Respondent, 
Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Company,  be  and 
it  hereby  is  instituted  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  the  Commission  to 
determine  whether,  with  respect  to  any 
transportation  or  sale  of  natural  gas,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  made  or  proposed  to  be  made  by 
Respondent,  any  of  the  rates,  charges  or 
classifications  demanded,  observed, 
charged,  or  collected,  or  any  rules,  regu¬ 
lations,  practices  or  contracts  affect¬ 
ing  such  rates,  charges  or  classifications 
are  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory  or  preferential. 

(B)  If  the  Commission,  after  a  hear¬ 
ing  has  been  had,  shall  find  with  respect 
to  the  Respondent  that  any  of  its  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  practices,  or  contracts  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  are 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimina¬ 
tory,  or  preferential,  the  Commission 
will  thereupon  determine  and  fix  by  order 
or  orders  just  and  reasonable  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  practices  or  contracts  to  be  there¬ 
after  observed  and  in  force. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  par¬ 
ticularly  sections  5,  14,  15  and  16  there¬ 
of,  and  -the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure,  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  be  held  upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by 
further  order  of  the  Commission  con¬ 
cerning  the  matters  specified  in  para¬ 
graphs  (A)  and  (B)  above. 

(D)  The  prayer  for  consolidation  of 
these  proceedings  with  the  proceeding 


designated  Docket  No.  G-5259,  as  set 
forth  in  the  complaints  filed  herein  by 
Tennessee  Public  Service  Commission  et 
al.,  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  denied. 

(E)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  sections  1.8 
and  1.37  (f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.37  (f)). 

Adopted :  January  26, 1956. 

Issued:  January  27, 1956. 

By  the  Commission.1 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuqua y, 

Secretary . 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-940;  Filed,  Feb.  6,  1956; 

8:47  a.  m..] 


[Docket  No.  G-9289] 

C.  V.  Lyman 

ORDER  INSTITUTING  INVESTIGATION 

C.  V.  Lyman  (Respondent) ,  is  an  in¬ 
dependent  producer  of  natural  gas  and 
is  a  “natural-gas  company”  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  being 
engaged  in  the  sale  and  delivery  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  for  re¬ 
sale  for  ultimate  public  consumption. 

On  April  11,  1955,  Respondent  filed  an 
application  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  section  7  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act.  This  application  was  desig¬ 
nated  Docket  No.  G-8743  and  was  sup¬ 
plemented  on  December  30,  1955.  No 
hearing  has  been  held  or  final  order 
issued  in  such  docket  to  date. 

On  September  17,  1954,  Respondent 
filed  with  the  Commission  a  contract  and 
supplements  thereto  providing  for  the 
sale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  to  Ten¬ 
nessee  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(TGT)  from  the  Agua  Dulce  and  Ben- 
tonville  Areas,  Nueces  and  Jim  Wells 
Counties,  Texas,  which  were  designated 
by  the  Commission  as  C.  V.  Lyman  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  2  and  Supple¬ 
ments  Nos.  1  through  3  thereto.  The 
rate  on  June  7,  1954,  for  the  sale  of  gas 
to.  TGT  under  the  aforesaid  rate  sched¬ 
ule  was  9.  781  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia. 

By  Supplement  No.  4  to  Respondent’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  2,  also  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  September  17, 
1954,  the  rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  by  Re¬ 
spondent  to  TGT  was  proposed  to  be 
increased  from  9.781  cents  per  Mcf  to 
10.021  cents  per  Mcf.  This  rate  increase 
wTas  to  offset  the  increase  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  tax  made  effective  by  the  State 
of  Texas  on  September  1,  1954. 

Supplement  No.  5  and  Supplement  No. 
1  to  Supplement  No.  5  to  Respondent’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  2  were  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  November  15, 
1954  and  proposed  to  be  made  effective 
on  November  1, 1954.  Through  the  filing 
of  these  supplements,  Respondent  pro¬ 
posed  to  increase  its  rate  for»the  sale  of 
gas  to  TGT  from  10.021  cents  per  Mcf 
to  11.903  cents  per  Mcf,  which  would  re¬ 
sult  in  a  total  increase  in  cost  to  TGT 
of  approximately  $124,000  per  year  un- 


1  Commissioner  Digby  concurring  in  part 
and  dissenting  in  part. 
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der  the  supplements.  The  said  supple¬ 
ments  were  allowed  to  become  effective 
without  suspension  by  the  Commission 
on  December  16,  1954. 

Thereafter,  on  August  31,  1955,  Ten¬ 
nessee  Public  Service  Commission  et  al.1 
filed  with  the  Commission  complaints 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  particularly  under  sections  5  (a)  and 
13  thereof,  designated  Docket  No.  G-9289, 
wherein  it  was  stated,  inter  alia,  that  on 
the  basis  of  the  facts  recited  in  the  said 
complaint  the  rates  and  charges  .de¬ 
manded,  observed,  charged  and  collected 
by  C.  V.  Lyman  (Defendant)  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  sale  of  natural  gas  to  TGT 
under  and  pursuant  to  the  currently  ef¬ 
fective  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  2  of 
Respondent,  are  unjust,  unreasonable 
and  otherwise  unlawful,  and  are  not  the 
lowest  reasonable  rates,  as  required  by 
the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

In  their  prayer  for  relief  the  said  com¬ 
plainants  ask  this  Commission  to : 

1.  Require  Defendant  to  answer  the  al¬ 
legations  of  the  complaint  in  writing  and 
under  oath  within  such  time  as  may  be 
specified  by  the  Commission; 

2.  Promptly  institute  such  investiga¬ 
tion  and  hold  such  hearing  as  may  be 
necessary  to  determine  all  facts,  circum¬ 
stances  and  matters  required  for  a  final 
determination  as  to  what  are  just  and 
reasonable  rates  to  be  paid  Defendant  by 
TGT  and,  after  hearings,  fix  by  order 
the  just  and  reasonable  rates  of  De¬ 
fendant  to  be  thereafter  observed  and  in 
force  with  respect  to  sales  of  natural  gas 
by  Defendant  to  TGT; 

3.  Consolidate  the  complaint  and  any 
proceedings  instituted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  motion  with  the  proceeding  in 
Docket  No.  G-5259,  for  both  hearing  and 
determination,  and  make  no  final  deter¬ 
mination  in  the  proceedings  in  Docket 
No.  G-5259  prior  to  a  final  determination 
of  the  issues  presented  by  the  complaint 
and  involved  in  the  Commission’s  in¬ 
vestigation;  and 

4.  Grant  to  Complainants  such  other, 
further,  reasonable  and  equitable  relief 
as  may  be  warranted. 

In  addition  to  the  sales  of  natural  gas 
hereinbefore  specifically  referred  to,  it 
appears  from  the  Commission’s  files  that 
the  said  respondents  also  engage  in  other 
sales  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce.  It  further  appears  that,  upon 
the  basis  of  data  available  to  the  Com¬ 
mission,  the  rates,  charges  and  classifica¬ 
tions  for  or  in  connection  with  the  sale 
or  transportation  of  natural  gas  by  the 
Respondent  herein,  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Commission,  and  the  rules, 
regulations,  practices,  and  contracts  re¬ 
lating  thereto  may  be  unjust,  unreason¬ 


1  The  other  Complainants  are:  Knoxville 
Utilities  Board;  Cities  of  Athens,  Clarksville, 
Fayetteville,  Gallatin  and  Springfield,  Ten¬ 
nessee;  Chattanooga  Gas  Company;  Cleve¬ 
land  Natural  Gas  Company;  Tennessee  Gas 
Company;  and  Tullahoma  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  All  of  these  named  complainants, 
except  Tennessee  Public  Service  Commission 
and  Knoxville  Utilities  Board,  purchase  gas 
directly  or  indirectly  from  TGT  for  resale  for 
public  consumption. 


able,  unduly  discrim Tnatory,  or 
preferential. 

The  Commission  finds; 

(1)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  that  an  investigation  be  insti¬ 
tuted  by  the  Commission,  upon  its  own 
motion,  into  and  concerning  all  rates, 
charges  or  classifications  demanded,  ob¬ 
served,  charged  or  collected  by  Respond¬ 
ent  in  connection  with  any  transporta¬ 
tion  or  sale  of  natural  gas,  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  and  any 
rules,  regulations,  practices  or  contracts 
affecting  such  rates,  charges  or  classifi¬ 
cations. 

(2)  No  good  cause  has  been  shown  for 
the  Commission  to  grant  Complainant’s 
prayer  for  consolidation  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing  with  the  proceeding  designated 
Docket  No.  G-5259,  which  is  a  rate  in¬ 
crease  proceeding  of  TGT,  nor  to  delay 
final  determination  in  such  docket  pend¬ 
ing  conclusion  of  the  investigation  in 
this  proceeding. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  An  investigation  of  Respondent, 
C.  V.  Lyman,  be  and  it  hereby  is  insti¬ 
tuted  under  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the 
Commission  to  determine  whether,  with 
respect  to  any  transportation  or  sale  of 
natural  gas,  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Commission,  made  or  proposed  to 
be  made  by  Respondent,  any  of  the  rates, 
charges  or  classifications  demanded,  ob¬ 
served,  charged,  or  collected,  or  any  rules, 
regulations,  practices  or  contracts  af¬ 
fecting  such  rates,  charges  or  classifica¬ 
tions  are  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory  or  preferential. 

(B)  If  the  Commission,  after  a  hear¬ 
ing  has  been  had,  shall  find  with  respect 
to  the  Respondent  that  any  of  its  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  practices,  or  contracts  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  are 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimi¬ 
natory,  or  preferential,  the  Commission 
will  thereupon  determine  and  fix  by  or¬ 
der  or  orders  just  and  reasonable  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  practices  or  contracts  to  be  there¬ 
after  observed  and  in  force. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  par¬ 
ticularly  sections  5, 14, 15  and  16  thereof, 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  further  order 
of  the  Commission  concerning  the  mat¬ 
ters  specified  in  paragraphs  (A)  and  (B) 
above. 

(D)  The  prayer  for  consolidation  of 
this  proceeding  with  the  proceeding  des¬ 
ignated  Docket  No.  G-5259,  as  set  forth 
in  the  complaint  filed  herein  by  Ten¬ 
nessee  Public  Service  Commission,  et  al., 
be,  and  it  hereby  is,  denied. 

(E)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  sections  1.8 
and  1.37  (f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 


of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.37  (f))./ 

Adopted:  January  26,  1956. 

Issued:  January  27,  1956. 

By  the  Commission.* 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  56-941;  Filed,  Feb.  6,  1956; 
8:48  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-9290] 

Nueces  Co. 

ORDER  INSTITUTING  INVESTIGATION 

The  Nueces  Company  (Respondent) 
is  an  independent  producer  of  natural 
gas  and  is  a  “natural-gas  company” 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  being  engaged  in  the  sale  and  de¬ 
livery  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  for  resale  for  ultimate  public 
consumption. 

On  October  1,  1954  (supplemented  on 
January  1,  1955),  Respondent  filed  an 
application  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  section  7  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act.  This  application  was  desig¬ 
nated  Docket  No.  G-3999.  No  hearing 
has  been  held  or  final  order  issued  in 
such  docket  to  date. 

On  October  1,  1954,  Respondent  filed 
with  the  Commission  a  contract  and 
supplements  thereto  providing  for  the 
sale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  to 
Tennesse  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(TGT)  from  the  Agua  Dulce  Field, 
Texas,  which  were  designated  by  the 
Commission  as  The  Nueces  Company 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1  and  Sup¬ 
plements  Nos.  1  through  4  thereto.  The 
rate  on  June  7,  1954,  for  the  sale  of  gas 
to  TGT  under  the  aforesaid  rate  sched¬ 
ule  was  9.781  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia. 

By  Supplement  No.  5  to  Respondent’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1,  also  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  October  1,  1954, 
the  rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  by  Respond¬ 
ent  to  TGT  was  increased  from  9.781 
cents  per  Mcf  to  9.826  cents  per  Mcf. 
This  rate  increase  was  to  offset  the  in¬ 
crease  in  the  production  tax  made  effec¬ 
tive  by  the  State  of  Texas  on  September 
1,  1954. 

Supplement  No.  6  to  Respondent’s  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1  was  filed  with 
the  Commission  on  October  21,  1954  and 
proposed  to  be  made  effective  on  No¬ 
vember  21,  1954.  Through  the  filing  of 
this  supplement  Respondent  proposed  to 
increase  its  rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  to 
TGT  from  9.826  cents  per  Mcf  to  11.903 
cents  per  Mcf,  which  would  result  in  a 
total  increase  in  cost  to  TGT  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $138,000  per  year  under  the  sup¬ 
plement.  The  said  supplement  was  al¬ 
lowed  to  become  effective  as  proposed  and 
without  suspension  by  the  Commision 
on  November  21,  1954. 

Thereafter,  on  Angust  31,  1955,  Ten¬ 
nessee  Public  Service  Commission  et  al.1 


•Commissioner  Digby  concurring  in  part 
and  dissenting  in  part. 
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filed  with  the  Commission  a  complaint 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  particularly  under  sections  5  (a)  and 
13  thereof,  designated  Docket  No.  G-9290, 
wherein  it  was  stated,  inter  alia,  that  on 
the  basis  of  the  facts  recited  in  the  said 
complaint  the  rates  and  charges  de¬ 
manded,  observed,  charged  and  collected 
by  The  Nueces  Company  (Defendant)  in 
connection  with  the  sale  of  natural  gas 
to  TGT  under  and  pursuant  to  the  cur¬ 
rently  effective  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  1  of  Respondent,  are  unjust,  unrea¬ 
sonable  and  otherwise  unlawful,  and  are 
not  the  lowest  reasonable  rates,  as  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

In  their  prayer  for  relief  the  said  Com¬ 
plainants  ask  this  Commission  to : 

1.  Require  Defendant  to  answer  the 
allegations  of  the  Complaint  in  writing 
and  under  oath  within  such  time  as  may 
be  specified  by  the  Commission; 

2.  Promptly  institute  such  investiga¬ 
tion  and  hold  such  hearings  as  may  be 
necessary  to  determine  all  facts,  circum¬ 
stances  and  matters  required  for  a  final 
determination  as  to  what  are  just  and 
reasonable  rates  to  be  paid  Defendant  by 
TGT,  and,  after  hearings,  fix  by  order  the 
just  and  reasonable  rates  of  Defendant  to 
be  thereafter  observed  and  in  force  with 
respect  to  sales  of  natural  gas  by  De¬ 
fendant  to  TGT: 

3.  Consolidate  the  complaint  and  any 
proceedings  instituted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  motion  with  the  proceeding 
in  Docket  No.  G-5259,  for  both  hearing 
and  determination,  and  make  no  final 
determination  in  the  proceedings  in 
Docket  No.  G-5259  prior  to  a  final  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  issues  presented  by  the 
complaint  and  involved  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  investigation;  and 

4.  Grant  to  Complainants  such  other, 
further,  reasonable  and  equitable  relief 
as  may  be  warranted. 

On  the  basis  of  data  available  to  the 
Commission,  it  appears  that  the  rates, 
charges,  and  classifications  for  or  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  sale  or  transportation  of 
natural  gas  by  the  Respondent  herein, 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  the  rules,  regulations,  prac¬ 
tices,  and  contracts  relating  thereto  may 
be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  or  preferential. 

The  Commission  finds : 

(1)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  that  an  investigation  be  insti¬ 
tuted  by  the  Commission,  upon  its  own 
motion,  into  and  concerning  all  rates, 
charges  or  classifications  demanded,  ob¬ 
served,  charged  or  collected  by  the  Re¬ 
spondent  in  connection  with  any  trans¬ 
portation  or  sale  of  natural  gas  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission, 
and  any  rules,  regulations,  practices  or 
contracts  affecting  such  rates,  charges 
or  classifications. 

(2)  No  good  cause  has  been  shown  for 
the  Commission  to  grant  Complainants’ 
prayer  for  consolidation  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing  with  the  proceeding  designated 
Docket  No.  G-5259,  which  is  a  rate  in¬ 
crease  proceeding  of  TGT,  nor  to  delay 
final  determination  in  such  docket  pend¬ 
ing  conclustion  of  the  investigation  in 
this  proceeding. 


The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  An  investigation  of  Respondent, 
The  Nueces  Company,  be  and  it  hereby 
is  instituted  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  the  purpose  of  en¬ 
abling  the  Commission  to  determine 
whether,  with  respect  to  any  transporta¬ 
tion  or  sale  of  natural  gas,  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  made 
or  proposed  to  be  made  by  Respondent, 
any  of  the  rates,  charges  or  classifica¬ 
tions  demanded,  observed  charged,  or 
collected,  or  any  rules,  regulations,  prac¬ 
tices  or  contracts  affecting  such  rates, 
charges  or  classifications  are  unjust,  un¬ 
reasonable,  unduly  discriminatory  or 
preferential. 

(B)  If  the  Commission,  after  a  hear¬ 
ing  has  been  had,  shall  find  with  respect 
to  the  Respondent  that  any  of  its  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  practices,  or  contracts  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  are 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimina¬ 
tory,  or  preferential,  the  Commission  will 
thereupon  determine  and  fix  by  order  or 
orders  just  and  reasonable  rates,  charges, 
classifications,  rules,  regulations,  prac¬ 
tices  or  contracts  to  be  thereafter  ob¬ 
served  and  in  force. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  particu¬ 
larly  sections  5,  14,  15  and  16  thereof, 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  further  order 
of  the  Commission  concerning  the  mat¬ 
ters  specified  in  paragraphs  (A)  and  (B) 
above. 

(D)  The  prayer  for  consolidation  of 
this  proceeding  with  the  proceeding  des¬ 
ignated  Docket  No.  G-5259,  as  set  forth 
in  the  complaints  filed  herein  by  Ten¬ 
nessee  Public  Service  Commission,  et  al., 
be,  and  it  hereby  is,  denied. 

(E)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  sections  1.8 
and  1.37  (f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.37  (f ) ). 

Adopted:  January  26,  1956. 

Issued:  January  27,  1956. 

By  the  Commission.1 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-942;  Piled,  Feb.  6,  1956; 

8:48  a.  m.J 


[Docket  Nos.  G-9291,  9292] 

Sinclair  Oil  &  Gas  Co. 
order  instituting  investigation 

Sinclair  Oil  &  Gas  Company  (Re¬ 
spondent)  is  an  independent  producer 
of  natural  gas  and  is  a  “natural-gas 
company”  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  being  engaged  in  the 
sale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in  in¬ 
terstate  commerce  for  resale  for  ulti¬ 
mate  public  consumption. 


1  Commissioner  Digby  concurring  in  part 
and  dissenting  in  part. 


On  September  21, 1954  (Supplemented 
November  26, 1954,  in  Docket  No.  G-2887 
only) ,  Respondent  filed  applications  for 
certificates  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  These 
applications  were  designated  Docket 
Nos.  G-2887  and  G-2889.  Certificates 
were  granted  by  orders  issued  December 
22,  1954  and  were  accepted  January  17, 
1955. 

On  September  20,  1954,  Respondent 
filed  with  the  Commission  a  contract 
and  supplements  thereto  providing  for 
the  sale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  to 
Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(TGT)  from  the  Donna  Area,  Hidalgo 
County,  Texas,  which  were  designated 
by  the  Commission  as  Sinclair  Oil  &  Gas 
Company  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  3 
and  Supplements  Nos.  1  through  3 
thereto.  The  rate  on  June  7,  1954,  for 
the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT  under  the  said 
rate  schedule  was  10.0  cents  per  Mcf  at 
14.65  psia. 

By  Supplement  No.  5  to  Respondent’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  3,  filed  with 
the  Commission  on  October  4,  1954,  the 
rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  by  Respondent 
to  TGT  was  Increased  from  10.0  cents 
per  Mcf  to  10.24  cents  per  Mcf.  This 
rate  increase  was  to  offset  the  increase 
in  the  production  tax  made  effective  by 
the  State  of  Texas  on  September  1, 1954. 

Supplement  No.  4  and  Supplement  No. 

1  to  Supplement  No.  4  to  Respondent’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  3  were  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  September  30, 
1954,  and  proposed  to  be  made  effective 
on  November  1, 1954.  Through  the  filing 
of  these  supplements  Respondent  pro¬ 
posed  to  increase  its  rate  for  the  sale 
of  gas  to  TGT  from  10.24  cents  per  Mcf 
to  12.123  cents  per  Mcf,  which  would 
result  in  a  total  increase  in  cost  to  TGT 
of  approximately  $117,000  per  year  under 
the  supplements.  The  said  supple¬ 
ments  were  allowed  to  become  effective 
as  proposed  and  without  suspension  by 
the  Commission  on  November  1,  1954. 

On  September  20,  1954,  Respondent 
filed  with  the  Commission  a  contract  and 
supplements  thereto  providing  for  the 
sale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  to  TGT 
from  the  Mustang  Island  Field,  Texas. 
These  documents  were  designated  by  the 
Commission  as  Sinclair  Oil  &  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1  and 
Supplements  Nos.  1  through  5  thereto. 
The  rate  on  June  7,  1954,  for  the  sale  of 
gas  to  TGT  under  the  aforesaid  sched¬ 
ule,  was  10.0  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia. 

By  Supplement  No.  7  to  Respondent’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1  filed  with 
the  Commission  on  October  4,  1954,  the 
rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT  was  in¬ 
creased  from  10.0  cents  per  Mcf  to  10.24 
cents  per  Mcf.  This  rate  increase  was  to 
offset  the  increase  in  the  production  tax 
made  effective  by  the  State  of  Texas  on 
September  1,  1954. 

By  Supplement  No.  6  and  Supplement 
No.  1  to  Supplement  No.  6  to  Respond¬ 
ent’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1,  filed 
with  the  Commission  by  Respondent  on 
September  30,  1954,  and  proposed  to  be 
made  effective  on  November  1,  1954,  the 
rate  for  the  sale  of  gas  to  TGT  was  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  increased  from  10.24  cents 
per  Mcf  to  12.123  cents  per  Mcf,  which 
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would  result  in  a  total  increase  in  cost 
to  TGT  of  approximately  $40,000  per 
year  under  the  supplements.  The  afore¬ 
said  supplements  were  allowed  to  become 
effective  as  proposed  and  without  sus¬ 
pension  by  the  Commission  on  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1954. 

Thereafter,  on  August  31,  1955,  Ten¬ 
nessee  Public  Service  Commission  et  al.,1 
filed  with  the  Commission  complaints 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  particularly  under  sections  5  (a) 
and  13  thereof,  designated  Docket  Nos. 
G-9291  and  G-9292,  wherein  it  was 
stated,  inter  alia,  that  on  the  basis  of 
the  facts  recited  in  the  said  complaints 
ihe  rates  and  charges  demanded,  ob¬ 
served,  charged  and  collected  by  Sinclair 
Oil  &  Gas  Company  (Defendant)  in 
connection  with  the  sale  of  natural  gas 
to  TGT  under  and  pursuant  to  the  cur¬ 
rently  effective  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedules 
Nos.  1  and  3  of  Respondent,  are  unjust, 
unreasonable  and  otherwise  unlawful, 
and  are  not  the  lowest  reasonable  rates, 
as  required  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

In  their  prayer  for  relief  the  said  com¬ 
plainants  ask  this  Commission  to: 

1.  Require  Defendant  to  answer  the 
allegations  of  the  complaints  in  writing 
and  under  oath  within  such  time  as  may 
be  specified  by  the  Commission; 

2.  Promptly  institute  such  investiga¬ 
tions  and  hold  such  hearings  as  may  be 
necessary  to  determine  all  facts,  circum¬ 
stances  and  matters  required  for  a  final 
determination  as  to  what  are  just  and 
reasonable  rates  to  be  paid  Defendant  by 
TGT,  and,  after  hearings,  fix  by  order 
the  just  and  reasonable  rates  of  Defend¬ 
ant  to  be  thereafter  observed  and  in 
force  with  respect  to  sales  of  natural  gas 
by  Defendant  to  TGT; 

3.  Consolidate  the  complaints  and  any 
proceedings  instituted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  motion  with  the  proceeding 
in  Docket  No.  G-5259,  for  both  hearing 
and  determination,  and  make  no  final 
determination  in  the  proceedings  in 
Docket  No.  G-5259  prior  to  a  final  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  issues  presented  by  the 
complaints  and  involved  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  investigation;  and 

4.  Grant  to  Complainants  such  other, 
further,  reasonable  and  equitable  relief 
as  may  be  warranted. 

In  addition  to  the  sales  of  natural  gas 
hereinbefore  specifically  referred  to,  it 
appears  from  the  Commission’s  files  that 
the  said  respondents  also  engage  in  other 
sales  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce.  It  further  appears  that,  upon 
the  basis  of  data  available  to  the  Com¬ 
mission,  the  rates,  charges,  and  classifi¬ 
cations  for  or  in  connection  with  the  sale 
or  transportation  of  natural  gas  by  Re¬ 
spondent  herein,  subject  to  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission,  and  the  rules, 

- I 

1The  other  Complainants  are:  Knoxville 
Utilities  Board;  Cities  of  Athens,  Clarksville, 
Fayetteville,  Gallatin  and  Springfield,  Ten¬ 
nessee;  Chattanooga  Gas  Company;  Cleveland 
Natural  Gas  Company;  Tennessee  Gas  Com¬ 
pany;  and  Tullahoma  Natural  Gas  Company, 
Inc.  All  of  these  named  Complainants,  ex¬ 
cept  Tennessee  Public  Service  Commission 
and  Knoxville  Utilities  Board,  purchase  gas 
directly  or  indirectly  from  TGT  for  resale 
for  public  consumption. 


regulations,  practices,  and  contracts 
relating  thereto  may  be  unjust,  un¬ 
reasonable,  unduly  discriminatory,  or 
preferential. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  that  an  investigation  be  insti¬ 
tuted  by  the  Commission,  upon  its  own 
motion,  into  and  concerning  all  rates, 
charges  or  classifications  demanded, 
observed,  charged  or  collected  by  the  Re¬ 
spondent  in  connection  with  any  trans¬ 
portation  or  sale  of  natural  gas,  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission, 
and  any  rules,  regulations,  practices  or 
contracts  affecting  such  rates,  charges  or 
classifications.  i 

X2')  No  good  cause  has  been  shown  for 
the  Commission  to  grant  Complainant’s 
prayer  for  consolidation  of  these  pro¬ 
ceedings  with  the  proceeding  designated 
Docket  No.  G-5259,  which  is  a  rate  in¬ 
crease  proceeding  of  TGT,  nor  to  delay 
final  determination  in  such  docket  pend¬ 
ing  conclusion  of  the '  investigation  in 
these  proceedings. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  An  investigation  of  Respondent, 
Sinclair  Oil  &  Gas  Company,  be  and  it 
hereby  is  instituted  under  the  provision 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  Commission  to  determine 
whether,  with  respect  to  any  transporta¬ 
tion  or  sale  of  natural  gas,  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  made  or 
proposed  to  be  made  by  Respondent,  any 
of  the  rates,  charges,  or  classifications 
demanded,  observed,  charged,  or  col¬ 
lected,  or  any  rules,  regulations,  prac¬ 
tices  or  contracts  affecting  such  rates, r 
charges  or  classifications  are  unjust,  un¬ 
reasonable,  unduly  discriminatory  or 
preferential. 

(B)  If  the  Commission,  after  a  hear¬ 
ing  has  been  had,  shall  find  with  respect 
to  the  Respondent  that  any  of  its  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  practices,  or  contracts  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  are 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimina¬ 
tory,  or  preferential,  the  Commission  will 
thereupon  determine  and  fix  by  order  or 
orders  just  and  reasonable  rates,  charges, 
classifications,  rules,  regulations,  prac¬ 
tices  or  contracts  to  be  thereafter  ob¬ 
served  and  in  force. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  particu¬ 
larly  sections  5,  14,  15  and  16  thereof, 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  further  order 
of  the  Commission  concerning  the  mat¬ 
ters  specified  in  paragraphs  (A)  and  (B) 
above. 

(D)  The  prayer  for  consolidation  of 
these  proceedings  with  the  proceeding 
designated  Docket  No.  G-5259,  as  set 
forth  in  the  complaints  filed  herein  by 
Tennessee  Public  Service  Commission  et 
al.,  be,  and  it  hereby  is  denied. 

(E)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  sections  1.8 
and  r.37  (f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 


of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.37  <f)). 

Adopted:  January  26, 1956. 

Issued:  January  27, 1956. 

By  the  Commission.1 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-943;  Filed,  Feb.  6,  1956; 
8:48  a.  m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File  No.  7-1775] 

Monsanto  Chemical  Co. 

notice  of  application  for  unlisted  trad¬ 
ing  PRIVILEGES,  AND  OF  OPPORTUNITY  FOR 
HEARING 

February  1, 1956. 

In  <the  matter  of  application  by  the 
Los  Angeles  Stock  Exchange  for  unlisted 
trading  privileges  in  Monsanto  Chemical 
Company,  Common  Stock,  $2  Par  Value; 
File  No.  7-1775. 

The  above  named  stock  exchange,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  12  (f)  (2)  of  the  Secu¬ 
rities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule 
X-12F-1  promulgated  thereunder,  has 
made  application  for  unlisted  trading 
privileges  in  the  specified  security,  which 
is  listed  and  registered  on  the  New  York 
Stock  Exchange. 

Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  on  or  before 
February  17,  1956,  from  any  interested 
person,  the  Commission  will  determine 
whether  to  set  the  matter  down  for 
hearing.  Such  request  should  state 
briefly  the  nature  of  the  interest  of  the 
person  making  the  request  and  the  po¬ 
sition  he  proposes  to  take  at  the  hear¬ 
ing.  In  addition,  any  interested  person 
may  submit  his  views  or  any  additional 
facts  bearing  on  this  application  by 
means  of  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.  If 
no  one  requests  a  hearing  on  this  mat¬ 
ter,  this  application  will  be  determined 
by  order  of  the  Commission  on  the  basis 
of  the  facts  stated  in  the  application 
and  other  information  contained  in  the 
official  file  of  the  Commission  pertaining 
to  the  matter. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-944;  Filed,  Feb.  6,  1956; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[File  No.  7-1776] 

Minute  Maid  Corp. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION  FOR  UNLISTED  TRAD¬ 
ING  PRIVILEGES,  AND  OF  OPPORTUNITY  FOR 
HEARING 

February  1, 1956. 

In  the  matter  of  application  by  the 
Boston  Stock  Exchange  for  unlisted 
trading  privileges  in  Minute  Maid  Corpo- 

1  Commissioner  Digby  concurring  in  part 
and  dissenting  in  part. 
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ration.  Common  Stock,  10  cents  Par 
Value ;  Pile  No.  7-1776. 

The  above  named  stock  exchange,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  12  (f )  (2)  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X- 
12P-1  promulgated  thereunder,  has  made 
application  for  unlisted  trading  privi¬ 
leges  in  the  specified  security,  which  is 
listed  and  registered  on  the  New  York 
Stock  Exchange. 

Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  on  or  before 
February  17,  1956,  from  any  interested 
person,  the  Commission  will  determine 
whether  to  set  the  matter  down  for  hear¬ 
ing.  Such  request  should  state  briefly 
the  nature  of  the  interest  of  the  person 
making  the  request  and  the  position  he 
proposes  to  take  at  the  hearing.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  any  interested  person  may  submit 
his  views  or  any  additional  facts  bearing 
on  this  application  by  means  of  a  letter 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.  C.  If  no  one  requests  a 
hearing  on  this  matter,  this  application 
will  be  determined  by  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  the  basis  of  the  facts  stated 
in  the  application  and  other  information 
contained  in  the  official  file  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  pertaining  to  the  matter. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary.  * 

[F.  R.  Doc.'  56-945;  Filed,  Feb.  6,  1956; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Fourth  Section  Applications  for  Relief 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance  with 
Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  of  this  no¬ 
tice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

LONG-AND-SHORT  HAUL 

February  2, 1956. 

FSA  No.  31626;  Spent  sulphuric  acid — 
Tyler,  Tex.,  to  Baton  Rouge,  La.  Filed 
by  F.  C.  Kratzmeir,  Agent,  for  interested 
rail  carriers.  Rates  on  acid,  sludge, 
spent  sulphuric,  in  tank-cars  from  Tyler, 
Tex.,  to  Baton  Rouge,  La. 

Grounds  for  relief;  Short-line  distance 
formula  and  circuity. 

Tariff :  Supplement  40  to  Agent  Kratz- 
meir’s  I.  C.  C.  4161. 

FSA  No.  31627:  Acrylonitrile — From 
Calvert,  Ky.,  to  Chicago,  III.  Filed  by 
R.  E.  Boyle,  Jr.,  Agent,  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  acrylonitrile,  tank- 
car  loads  from  Calvert,  Ky.,  to  Chicago, 
Ill. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion  with  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  circuitous 
routes. 

Tariff:  Supplement  186  to  Agent  Span- 
inger’s  I.  G.  C.  1351. 


NOTICES 

PSA  No.  31628:  Bituminous  coal — To 
Toledo,  Ohio.  Filed  by  R.  G.  Raasch, 
Agent,  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  bituminous  coal,  carloads  from  mines 
in  Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Western  Ken¬ 
tucky  to  Toledo,  Iowa. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Destination  points 
competition  and  circuitous  routes. 

Tariff :  Tariff  schedules  listed  in  exhibit 
1  of  the  application. 

FSA  No.  31629:  Scrap  or  waste  paper 
from  Lincoln,  III.,  and  Florida  points. 
Filed  by  F.  C.  Kratzmeir,  Agent,  for  in¬ 
terested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  paper, 
scrap  or  waste,  carloads  (1)  From  Lin¬ 
coln,  Ill.,  to  Pryor,  Okla.,  and  Shreveport, 
La.,  (2)  From  Cantonment,  North 
Pensacola  and  Pensacola,  Fla.,  to 
Orange,  Tex.,  and  (3)  From  Pensacola," 
North  Pensacola,  and  Cantonment,  Fla., 
to  Dallas,  Tex.,  Pryor,  Okla.,  and  Shreve¬ 
port,  La. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Short-line  dis¬ 
tance  formula  and  circuity. 

Tariff:  Supplement  151  to  Agent 
Kratzmeir’s  I.  C.  C.  4090  and  three  other 
tariffs. 

FSA  No.  31630:  Sulphate  of  alumina — 
Tennessee  to  Alabama.  Filed  by  R.  E. 
Boyle,  Jr.,  Agent,  for  interested  rail  car¬ 
riers.  Rates  on  sulphate  of  alumina,  in 
bulk  in  packages  or  in  bulk,  carloads 
from  Chattanooga,  North  Chattanooga, 
and  Boyce,  Tenn.,  to  Birmingham,  Coosa 
Pines,  Holt,  Montgomery,  and  Tusca¬ 
loosa,  Ala. 

! Grounds  for  relief:  Circuitous  routes. 
Tariff:  Supplement  262  to  Agent 
Spaninger’s  I.  C.  C.  1062. 

FSA  No.  31631:  Gravel — Standard  Pit, 
Ind.,  to  Tuscola,  III.  Filed  by  R.  G. 
Raasch,  Agent,  for  interested  rail  car¬ 
riers.  Rates  on  screened  gravel,  car¬ 
loads  from  Standard  Pit,  Ind.,  to  Tus¬ 
cola,  Ill. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor  truck  com¬ 
petition  from  wayside  pits. 

Tariff:  Chicago  &  Eastern  Illinois 
Railroad  tariff  I.  C.  C.  144. 

FSA  No.  31632:  Sodium  chlorate — Pa¬ 
cific  Coast  to  Eastern  points.  Filed  by 
W.  J.  Prueter,  Agent;  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  sodium  (soda),  chlo¬ 
rate  of,  dry,  in  bulk  in  covered  hopper 
cars,  carloads  from  Pacific  coast  points 
taking  rate  basis  1  (north  coast)  and  4 
(south  coast)  and  related  points  taking 
same  rates  or  rates  made  arbitraries 
higher  to  points  in  states  east  of  the 
Rocky  Mountains,  also-western  Canada. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Circuitous  routes 
operating  through  higher-rated  inter¬ 
mediate  destinations  or  groups. 

Tariff:  Supplement  54  to  Agent  Prue- 
ter’s  I.  C.  C.  1567. 

FSA  No.  31633:  Chlorine  gas — New 
York  points  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and 
Louisville,  Ky.  Filed  by  H.  R.  Hinsch, 
Agent,  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  liquid  chlorine  gas,  tank-car  loads 
from  Black  Rock,  Buffalo,  and  Suspen¬ 
sion  Bridge,  N.  Y.,  to  Louisville,  Ky.,  and 
Cincinnati,  Ohio. 


Grounds  for  relief :  Circuitous  routes. 
FSA  No.  31634:  Shock  absorbers — De¬ 
troit,  Mich.,  to  Eastern  points.  Filed  by 

H.  R.  Hinsch,  Agent,  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  automobile  shock  ab¬ 
sorbers,  iron  or  steel  and  rubber  com¬ 
bined,  also  shock  absorber  parts  or 
springs,  wire,  steel,  carloads  from  Detroit, 
Mich.,  to  Boston,  Mass.,  Edgewater,  Rah¬ 
way  and  Teterboro,  N.  J.,  and  New  York, 
N.  Y. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Carrier  competi¬ 
tion  and  circuity. 

AGGREGATE  OF  INTERMEDIATES 

FSA  No.  31625:  Soda  ash — Solvay  and 
Syracuse,  N.  Y.,  to  Illinois  and  Missouri . 
Filed  by  C.  W.  Boin,  Agent,  for  interested 
rail  carriers.  Rates  on  soda  ash,  car¬ 
loads  from  Solvay  and  Syracuse,  N.  Y., 
to  Alton,  East  St.  Louis  and  Wood  River, 
HI.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Maintenance  of 
depressed  rates  not  applicable  in  con¬ 
structing  combination  rates  from  points 
beyond  named  origins  or  to  points  be¬ 
yond  named  destinations. 

Tariff :  Supplement  95  -to  Agent  Boin’s 

I.  C.  C.  A-1015. 

By  the  Commission. 

[sealT  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-948;  Filed,  Feb.  6,  1956; 
8:49  a.  m.] 

UNITED  STATES  TARIFF 
COMMISSION 

[Investigation  47] 

Groundfish  Fillets,  etc. 

ANNOUNCEMENT  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING 

The  United  States  Tariff  Commission 
announces  a  public  hearing,  to  begin  at 
10  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  on  June  5,  1956,  in  the 
hearing  room  of  the  Tariff  Commission, 
Eighth  and  E  Streets  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C.,  in  connection  with  Investigation 
No.  47  under  section  7  of  the  Trade 
Agreements  Extension  Act  of  1951,  as 
amended,  instituted  January  16,  1956, 
with  respect  to  cod,  haddock,  hake,  pol¬ 
lock,  cusk,  and  rosefish  described  in  the 
public  notice  of  this  investigation  pre¬ 
viously  given  (21  F.  R.  439). 

Request  to  appear  at  hearings.  Parties 
interested  will  be  given  opportunity  to 
be  present,  to  produce  evidence,  and  to 
be  heard  at  the  above-mentioned  hear¬ 
ing.  Such  parties  deicing  to  appear  at 
the  hearing  should  notify  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  in  writing,  at  least 
three  days  in  advance  of  the  date  of 
hearing. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued:  February  2, 1956. 

[seal]  Donn  N.  Bent, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-946;  Filed,  Feb.  6,  1956; 
8:48  a.  m.] 


